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*," Arrangements are being made, with the sanction of Mr. Justice 


the Queen’s Bench Division contains a total of 


THE CAUSE LIST 


of 
1,120 matters to be disposed of during the present sittings, consist- 


Frexp, for the furnishing to this Journal of reperts of cases decided in ing of 41 in the new trial paper, 20 in the special paper, and 72 


chambers under the NEW PRACTICE. 











CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Justice Marsew will, during the absence of Mr. Justice 
Pearson on circuit, hear the actions in the list of Mr. Justice Bankruptey Act for the districts of Leeds, Hull, Bristol, and 


Norra, the latter learned judge having had transferred to him the 
causes in the list of Mr. Justice Pearson. 





Tue ptasrer cast of the full-length statue of the late Mr. 
Epwin Wiixrss Fretp, which for the last ten months has stood in 
the courts’ corridor of the Royal Courts of Justice, has been 
removed, and the original statue in marble, executed by Mr. 
Wootner in 1877, has been this week brought from the Law 
Institution, and placed on the same site. 





THE continuous rycREASE in the work of the courts may be 
estimated by means of the official lists of the Court of Appeal and 
of all the Divisions of the High Court, issued at the beginning of 
each of the sittings during the present year. At the Hilary Sittings 
the total of the list of actions, &c., and appeals was 1,994; at the 
Easter Sittings, 2,389; at the Trinity Sittings, 2,346; and, at the 
Michaelmas Sittings, 2,699; an increase of nearly thirty per cent. 
in the course of the year. 





A PRUDENT coursE is being taken in circulating confidentially for 
criticism and suggestion the draft of the new Bankruptcy Rules 
among the judges and registrars of county courts having bank- 
ruptey jurisdiction, the chambers of commerce, and practitioners 
of eminence in this branch of the law. If a similar course were 
more generally adopted by the numerous authorities now having 
power to legislate by rules, we should have fewer complaints of 
imperfect and unworkable provisions. It i: understood that the 
new rules are likely to be published about «he end of the present 
month. 





Te uist of matters before the Court of Appeal contains 161 
final appeals from the Chancery Division, the Probate and Divorce 
Division, and from the County Palatine of Lancaster and the 
Stannaries Court, and 42 interlocutory appeals from the former 
Divisions of the High Court. There are also 104 final appeals from 
the Queen’s Bench Division, and 18 from the Admiralty Division, 
besides 44 interlocutory appeals from the two latter Divisions. The 
bankruptey appeals number 50. On the whole list there are 399 
appeals as against 296 last sittings, and 370 this time last year. 





Tur CHancery cause tists contain 809 matters to be heard 
during the present sittings before the five judges of that Division. 
Of this number 103 are set down before Vice-Chancellor Bacon ; 
188 before Mr. Justice Kay, of which number 98 are with 
witnesses ; 220 before Mr. Justice Currry, of which number 48 
are with witnesses ; 78 before Mr. Justice Norra; and 225 before 
Mr. Justice Pearson, of which 101 are with witnesses. At the 
commencement of last sittings there were 850 matters in these 


large for the work which is to be 
in mind Crycaginecn there is no intimation to that effect in arf oo 


opposed motions. There are also 95 matters in the Crown 


These, with 740 actions with juries, 









Tue satartes to be given to the official receivers under the new 


Swansea and Neath have been announced. They are by no means 
it must be borne 
graphs which have appeared) that the remuneration is, we e, 
to include the salaries of the necessary clerks. This will in many 
places cut down the remuneration very considerably. It will be 
seen that, as we stated last week, the remuneration, except in the 
case of large towns, is to be by fees and percentages on assets col- 
lected. This arrangement is, however, we believe, tentative only, 
and it is not improbable that ultimately the remuneration of all the 
official receivers will be by salary, and it is poasible that ultimately 
the official receivers will be required to give up their private prac- 
tice. 





Aone orHER CHANGES which will mark the commencement of 
the present sittings, not the least important will be that effected 
by ord. 54, rr. 13 and 14, which rules are intended to give effect to 
the provisions of ord. 5, r. 6, whereby every action in the 
Queen’s Bench Division is to be assi to a particular master. 
The actions are (subject to a power of transfer) to be assigned to 
the masters, not at the time of issuing the writ, but at the ti 
when the first application at chambers is made; and then by “ 
alphabetical division of actions as the masters may from ti 
time arrange,” and according to which the applications are 
taken. The master who in this way obtains seisin. of 
application is at once to mark the action as his own, and 
quent applications in the action are to be taken by him. 
menting on this provision we pointed out that some sup 
arrangements by which the is to be worked out are 
elaborated by the masters themselves. These arrangements 
been completed, and the result for the present sittings is that 
following rota of masters has been settled, three of whom will be 
in attendance at chambers daily until the end of the Michaelmas 
Sittings—viz., A to F Division, Mondays, Wednesdays, and 
Fridays, Master Johnson ; Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Seturdays, 
Master Sir F. Pollock. G to N Division, Mondays, Wednesdays, 
and Fridays, Master | can and Satur- 
days, Master George Pollock. O to Z Division, Mondays Wednes- 
days, and Fridays, Master Francis; Tuesdays, Thursdays, and 
Saturdays, Master Manley Smith. 


Es 
acti 


5 
l 


i 


e 





Mr. Montacve Cooxson, Q.C., in an in’ ing article on the 
Neat Degactare in Lage Snes Ween en eterne ee 
Ninteeenth Century for the present month (from which we give 
an extract elsewhere), has, among other thi in 
much detail some novel suggestions as to 


ts out that the presents different aspects 
cording aa We Tull Mciem Ma Gluiel Sr its civil side ; 


that the object of the criminal law “is not so much to punish the 
individual offender as to deter others, and its deterrent ageney i 





lists, and a year ago 778. 
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never 80 powerful as when its sentence is pronounced in the pre- 


sence, or within the carshét, of the prisoner’s friends and associates.” 
These conditions do not apply to civil cages. “Mr, Cooxson, thétp- 
fore, arrives at the conclusion that a “‘ stationary judge ” for civil 
business should be established at a local centre, and a travelling 
judge for the trial of criminal cases should “gyrate ” round that 
centre. The stationary judge would be stationary only during the 
continuance of the circuit period. He would be established in 
some centre to be fixed with reference both to railway accommoda- 
tion and population. In a map appended to his article he has 
indicated seyen such centres, York, Manchester, Liverpool, 
Birmingham, Gloucester, Cambridge, and Bristol. Each. of the 
cireuits, except North and South Wales, would thus be 
with a centre. It is proposed that the South 

and Oxford Circuit should be united, and that the North 
Wales Circuit should be taken by a single judge as at present, 
ex: that such judge should take exclusive charge ‘of 
Chester. The advantages of this scheme would be the saving 


of time of travelling ‘to the stationary judges, and the on-, 


tinnous sittings which would be held for civil business; 
and Mr. Cooxson adds that if commission days were abolished 
and all assize cases were required to be set down in Londen, en- 
abling the circuit work to better ascertained beforchand, the 

gain would be equivalent to the appointment of a fresh 
— without a farthing of extra expense to the country. And 
we add that the result would be that more time would be 
available for the trial of civil cases, and thet many of the present 
evils of the circuit system would be greatly diminished. There are, 
of course, several items on the other side, some of which Mr. 
Cooxson does not notice. The portion of the cirenit bar who 
practise both in the civil and criminal courts would be placed in 


embarrassing position while the stationary judge was trying 
civil cases, say at York, and the “travelling judge” was trying 
prisoners at Newcsstle. The same inconvenience would be felt, in 


a less degree, by solicitors. Jurors in civil cases would complain of 
the Sisssnce they had to travel to the centre, and the time they 
were ined there. This latter evil might, however, by judicious 
airangements, be reduced to small dimensions, and Me. Cooxson 
[ 4 great diminution of juries in civil cases. The scheme 
is an ingenious one, and deserves consideration. 





Everyone must wish success to the suggestion of the Mayor of 
Sheffield that a fund should be raised by subscription for the 
oes vs a suitable building for the art treasures and books 
by Mr. Rusxry and his St. George’s Guild, but there are 


difficulties in the way of some of the proposals. The building is | P™ 


to be vested in trustees for the purposes of the St. George’s 
which is intelligible enough ; but all objects placed in 
le museum ‘‘are to become the property of the town of Sheffield 
ever,” and “ Mr. Ruski and his successors ” are to undertake to 
the cost of management and of keeping up the museum. 
Mafore thead proposals can be carried out several novel corporate 
‘will have to be created. The “town of Sheffield” itself is 
Ht at present a corporation capable of holding property, although a 
borporation exists for the purpose of governing the town; and it is 
ll more difficult to see how a distinguished art criti¢.can be con- 
stituted.& corporation sole for the purpose of undertaking the 
bili 0 to be laid on himself and “his successors.” 
loreover, What guarantee can be afforded that the views of the 
** successors” will represent Mr. Rusxrn’s principles? Macavtay 
enee remarked that in the Church of England there was no security 
shat the episcopal seat of Wurrerrr might not be occupied by a 
prelate holding the theology of Mansu. 













Tee vortowire are the names and dates of call to the bar of the 
mew Queen's Courisel, who are both members of the Northern 
Gireuit>=“Mr. Ricnind Henn Corns, 1867, and Mr. Jonny C0. 
Bicwam, 1870. 


> 








THE REMUNERATION ORDER. 
A oop deal of intetest has been’ excited by a decision given just 
before the Long Vacation, and reported very soon after its delivery 
in the Werxty Reporter. It has been supposed in some quarters 
that this decision has settled the long-mooted question of the 
solicitor’s scale fee for conducting a sale by auction; and that, if 
the view taken by the learned judge who gave the decision should 
be foHowed by other judges and upheld by the Court of Appeal, 
there will be an end to all the difficulties which have been hitherto 
felt by solicitors: in London and elsewhere as to the course to be 
adopted upon sales by auction. We are sorry to say that the deci- 
[sion does not go to anything like this length ; still it has an indirect 
bearing on the construction of the Order. 

The facts of the case to which we refer (In re Beck, 31 W. R. 
910) were as follows :—Certain settled lands were put up for auction 
by the tenant for life under the provisions of the Settled Land Act, 
1882. The tenant for life, as vendor, employed a solicitor to act 
for him on the sale. It was agreed that the auctioneer should 
receive one-quarter per cent. commission. The biddings at the 
auction did not reach the reserve price, but next day the property 
was sold by private contract at such reserve price. After the com- 
pletion of the sale the — trust money arising therefrom became 
applicable in the hands of the trustees of the settlement in payment 
of the ‘costs, charges, and expenses of, or incidental to,” the 
sale (section 21 (X.)), and questions arose as to the amount 
of the scale fee to which the solicitor of the tenant for 
life was entitled. Was he to be entitled to the full fee for eonduct- 
ing the sale and were the trustees also to pay the auctioneer’s com- 
mission, or was the auctioneer’s commission to be deducted from 
the solicitor’s scale fee—that is, practically, be paid by the solicitor ? 
It will be observed that, although the trustees, who it was con- 
tended must pay the solicitor’s and auctioneer’s commissions, were 
not the clients of the solicitor, who was employed by the tenant 
for life, still it might have been fairly said that the commission 
to the auctioneer was really paid by the tenant for life, the client 
of the solicitor, inasmuch as the payment was to be made out of 
money to the produce of which the tenant for life was entitled. 
A summons under rule 2 of the Rules under the Act was taken 
out to determine, among other questions, the following :— 

1. Whether the solicitor was entitled to receive his costs and 
charges from the trustees according to the scale contained in Part 
I. of Schedule I. to the General Order made in pursuance of the 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, and what such charges should 
be? 

2. Whether the one-quarter per cent. commission agreed to be 
id to the auctioneer was included in such scale, or should be paid 
in addition by the trustees ? 

Counsel for the trustees argued that the payment to the solicitor 
should include the commission paid to the auctioneer for conduct- 
ing the sale ; that paragraph 4 of the Remuneration Order says 
that the scale shal] not include auctioneer’s charges, but that this 
must refer to charges for plans, surveys, &c., and could not mean a 
commission for conducting the sale, ‘‘ otherwise the trustees would 
pay twice over for conducting the sale.” It does not, however, 
js sed from the report, nor have we been able to ascertain, that 

e counsel for the trustees urged the really important argument 
noticed above—viz., that, since the commission paid to the auc- 
tioneer would be payable out of the settlement funds, it would, in 
fact, be payable by the tenant for life, so as to make rule 11 in 
Schedule I., Part 1., applicable. ‘Vice-Chancellor Bacon decided 
that the trustees must pay to the solicitor out of the purchase- 
money commission according to the scale for conducting the sale b 
auction, and also commission for deducing the title ; and he added 
that, “‘ the awetioneer’s charges being excluded from the scale, the 
trustees must also pay the one-quarter per cent. commission” to the 
puctioneer. 

We should suppose that few people doubted, before this decision, 

that the expression in rule 4 of the Order, ‘auctioneers’ ort 
yaluers’ charges,” would include a commission paid to the 
auctioneer by any one not the client of the solicitor conducting the 
sale; and this seems to be in strictness all that the case directly 
decides. But the important fact remains that, although the 
auctioneer was, in point of fact, paid a commission out of money 
in which the client had at all events a partial interest, the solicitor 
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was held entitled to receive his scale fee for conducting the sale. 
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THE NEW BANKRUPTCY AUTHORITY. 
Once more practitioners are put to the necessity. of studying a new, 
code of the law of bankruptcy and of idering the i 


effect of the changes enacted by a new statute. Most of the |i 


general principles upon which the more recent Bankruptcy Acts 
have been founded are maintained in the new Act, 
and the changes made by it will, with possibly but one exception, 
be in matters of routine and detail only. We propose to post- 
pone our ¢onsideration of them until the new rules, the draft of 
which is now under consideration, have appeared; so as to be 
able to present to our readers a complete view of the provisions 
which will come into force at the commencement of next year. 


The one exception to which we refer, however, is a feature | ‘ 


of the greatest importance—namely, the appointment of the Board 
of Trade as the paramount authority in the administration of 
Strong opposition was raised upon political 
grounds to the principle of placing the administration of bank- 
rupts’ estates under a department of State, but, as the question 
came to be more fully considered and di the objections 
which at first seemed very formidable became less so, and now we 
have to consider the proposition as an accomplished fact. It may 
be useful at once to summarize and bring the various 
sections which deal with the question of the control of the Board 
of Trade in bankruptcy matters. 

First, then, as to the officers by whom the Board of Trade are 
to perform the duties assigned to them by the Act. Section 66 
provides for the appointment by the Board of Trade of « 
as they think fit to be official receivers of debtors’ estate 
under the general authority and directions of the Board of Trade, 
but to be officers of the courts to which they are attached. In the 
Bill, as originally introduced, the wordsfwere, “ appoint such regss- 
trare of county courts not having jurisdiction in bankruptcy, hig 
bailiffs, and such other persons,” but the words in italics were 5 
out by the Grand Committee, so as to throw the whole responsi 
of the appointments upon the Board of Trade; and an important sub- 
section was also inserted by the House of Lords providing that 
the number of official receivers to be appointed, and the districts 
to be assigned to them, shall be fixed by the Board of Trade 
with the concurrence of the , and that one 
only shall be appointed for each district unless the 
with the like coneurrence, shall otherwise direct, but 
the same person may be appointed to act for more than 
one district. It may be within the recollection of our 
readers that Mr. Chamberlain, in the House of Commons, in reply 








to a question, stated that he expected to be able to work the Act | erty 


with not more than sixty official receivers. Inasmuch, however, as 
there are some 131 county courts, besides the London 

Court, exercising bankruptcy jurisdiction, this will obviously 
require the grouping of several courts into one district in many 
instances, and this sub-section has evidently been inserted to meet 
that point. In addition to the appointment of official receivers, 
section 71 provides for the spose by the Board, with the 
approval of the Treasury, of such additional officers, clerks, and 


servants as may be required; and the transitory provisions of the | 


Act (sections 148—161) provide for the transfer of the Com- 
ptroller in Bankruptcy, with a number of other administrative 
officials now attached to the Lendon Bankruptcy Court, to 
the Board of Trade, and also contain a number of other pro- 
visions as to the abolition of existing offices and the appointment 
of the holders thereof to other offices. Section 162 also provides 
for the appointment of an officer to collect and in unclaimed 


and undistributed funds and dividends. This officer, we presume, 
is the newly appointed Inspector in Bankruptcy. The remuneration 


to be paid to such officials of the Board of Trade is provided by section 
128, which, in general terms, states that the Board of Trade, with 
the concurrence of the Treasury, shall direct whether any, and 
what, remuneration is to be allowed to any officer of, or person 
attached to, the Board of I'rade performing any duties under the 
Act. 

Such being the officers by whom the Board of Trade are to per- 
form their duties under the Act, we will now consider the duties 
assigned to them. The most important of these are the duties to 
be performed by the official receivers, upon which we commented 
at some length (27 Sotrerrons’ Jovnwax, p. 359) in reference to the 
provisions of the Bill as otigindlly introduced relating shereto, 


and we will not owhat'}wesjthen’ said. In po gen 
through Parliament, however, aumber ‘amendments were mad 
With respect to the “duties of d : a téoeiyen “as re 








debtor,” these are stated tinijse hvappeared as clause 63 
in the original Bill, andiriojalt ‘made in, 

Other parts ‘of the Bill 

been amended. 

@ proviso was 7 


of an acc 
pr ere yd but this prc puss 
rejected ry a large m: Ority 
atarwards saw ft toiclitiyes heir views: 
that the provision as if now stands will, if ‘ 
acted upon, be found to be most/valuable in enabling official re- 
ceivers to make their reports to the court’and creditors. In section 
17 (which appeared as 15 inthe Bill), sub-section 5, an altera- 
tion was also made, the original proposal being that the official 
receiver should ‘‘ take such in the ; i 
as the Board of Trade may ”” but the words in italics 

were struck out by the Commit 
duties of official receivers, ‘‘ as -regards : 
are defined by section 70 (which appeared as clause 64 in the 
— ey “ this ecg fa new d 
mmittee sub. section Viz. ‘“c 
manager to raise money or make advances for the purpose of the 
estate in any case where, in the interests of the creditors, it appears 
necessary so to do.” Im addition to this the provision ‘‘to issue 
forms of proxy for use at the first meeting of creditors” was ex- 
tended to all meetings of creditors by the. omission of the by 
es to include 


emplo 


“first ;”? and the provision as to advertising was made 

an advertisement ‘‘of the debter’s public examing 
Section 21 (in the original Bill clause 18) also underw 
a most material alteration with regard fo the appointmen 


ok an mst pote: i he ee, an ee ee 
original clause was, ‘‘ The creditors may, y.s0 desire it, appoi 
the official receiver of the debtor’s estate. to be trustee of bis prep- 
.” but this was omitted by the Grand Committee, and a pro- 
vision was eae oe “the og ee _ not, save as 

this Act provided, b. trustee bankrupt’s property,” 

other alterations were also made in the clause in accordance therc- 
with, and a further provision (sub-section 8) requiring the 


official receiver to ing of creditors to aj 
Hier eljalioatin ooeurtng sir tho fret mostiag end 
being appointed prior thereto. 


schedule, giving the official receiver the appoininnre!- tt a 
trustee all the powers of a trustee with respect to the examination, 
admission, and rejection of proofs. rye 

It will be seen that the Board of Trade, through the official re- 
ceivers, will exercise v eo 
great powers with to coming under the provisions 
of the new Act; but it is in the provisions regulating the 
over trustees that the Board are given the greatest powers: Section 
21, which relates to the appointment of @ trustee, provides for 
every trustee to give secufity in manner prescribed to the satis- 
faction of the Board of Trade, with power to the Board to “‘ objest 
to the appointment'on the ground that it has ‘not’ been made in 
good faith by a majority in ‘value of the creditors voting, or that 
the person appointed is not fit to act as trustee, or that his connec- 


tion ‘wither relation to the heakeupts-cr bie eneen 90 ot GS 
lar creditor, makes it diffioalt fox hum to.act. with in lality in 


; 





the interests of the creditors generally. case of such objection 
the Board, if uired by'a majority i value of creditors, is 
section 3) to vt pl ag Maryan ony 
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its validity, and other provisions are also contained in the section 
for the appointment by the Board of some fit person as trustee on 
failure by the creditors to appoint a trustee within the times therein 
wer The power thus given to the Board to interfere with the 

ice of a trustee by the creditors may appear at first sight to be 
unealled for, but we think experience of the working of the Act of 
1869 fully demonstrates the advisability of some such provision. 
By section 72, the remuneration to be allowed to a trustee is to be 
fixed by an ordinary resolution of the creditors in the nature of 
@ commission or percentage, and sub-section 2 thereof provides that 
“if one-fourth in number or value of the creditors dissent from the 
resolution, or the bankrupt satisfies the Board of Trade that the re- 
muneration is unnecessarily large, the Board of Trade shall fix the 
remuneration. In this, again, we think a very desirable provision 
has been made. 

In section 74, which regulates the payment of moneys belonging 
to bankrupts’ estates into the Bank of England, the control over 
trustees given to the Board of Trade is also somewhat wide. That 
section, after providing for an account to be called the Bankruptcy 
Estates Account to be kept by the Board with the Bank of Eng- 
land, requires every trustee to pay all moneys received by him in 
all bankrupts’ estates into such account, with power to the Board, 
on the ication of the committee of inspection, in certain events 
therein mentioned, to “‘ authorize the trustee to make his payments 
into and out of such local bank as the committee may select.” It 
will be remembered that this sub-section was the subject of a 
prolonged debate in Grand Committee, and that the Government 
only averted a defeat on the original proposal by consenting to 
very considerable modifications therein. Sub-section 5 provides a 
penalty for any trustee retaining in hand for more than ten days a 
sum exceeding unds, or such other amount as the Board 
may authorize. He is to pay interest at the rate of twenty pounds 
per centum per annum on the excess retained, to have no claim for 


The audit of 
trustees’ accounts is regulated by section 78, which provides that 
every trustee shall, at such times as may be prescribed, not less 
than twice a year, during his tenure of office send to the Board of 
Trade, or as they direct, an account of his receipts and payments as 
trustee in a prescribed form in duplicate, and verified by affidavit. 
The Board are to cause such accounts to be audited, for which 
purpose the trustee is to furnish them “with such vouchers and 
mformation as the Board may require, and the Board may at 
any time require the production of, and inspect, any books or 

by the trustee.” One copy of the account so 
andited is to be filed and kept by the Board, and the other is to 
be filed with the court, and each is to be open to inspection. In 


trustee, not less than once every year, 
a statement showing the proceedings in 
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to the Board of Trade, and the Board. may appoint a trustee.” 
Some further provisions as to the control of the Board of Trade 
over trustees generally are also contained in section 91, which 

uires the Board to take cognizance of the conduct of trustees, 
to inquire into any neglect of duty by them, or complaint by any 
creditor in regard thereto, and to take action thereon, and empowers 
them to require any trustee to answer any inquiry made by them, 
and to apply to the court to examine on oath the trustee or any 
other person concerning the bankruptcy, and also to direct a local 
in ion to be made of the books and vouchers of the trustee. 
In connection with the control of the Board of Trade over trustees, 
section 22 ought also to be mentioned. That section contains pro- 
visions as to. the appointment of a committee of inspection, and 
sub-section 9 thereof provides that “if a committee of inspection 
if not appointed, any act or thing or any discretion or permission 
by this Act authorized or required to be done or given by the 
committee may be done or given by the Board of Trade on the 
application of the trustee.” And in section 121, relating to small 
bankruptcies, also it is provided that the official receiver shall be 
trustee, and that ‘‘there shall be no committee of inspection but the 
official receiver may do, with the permission of the Board of Trade, 
all things which may be done by the trustee with the permission 
of the committee of inspection.” We believe it is anticipated that 
under this provision the official receivers will be trustees in.a very 
large number of cases. 

The control of the Board of Trade in bankrupts’ estates is also 
very wide, and, in connection therewith, the provisions relating to 
the payment into the Bank of England are also important. We 
have stated the provisions of section 74 of the Act so far as they 
affect trustees, and other provisions thereof are that all moneys 
received by the Board in respect of proceedings under the Act shall 
be paid to the Bankruptcy Estates Account, and that the account 
of the Accountant in Bankruptcy at the Bank of England shall be 
transferred to the same account. Following up the same subject, 
section 76 provides for the payment by the Board of Trade to the 

of any moneys in the Bankruptcy Estates Account in 
excess of what may be required for the purpose of bankrupts’ 
estates to be invested in Government securities, with further pro- 
vision as to realizing any part of such securities whenever required 
for the purpose of bankrupts’ estates, and for the dividends arising 
from such investments to be paid to such account as the Treasury 
may direct, regard being had ‘‘ to the amount thus derived in fix- 
ing the fees payable in respect of bankruptcy proceedings.”” On 
the same subject of dealing with the funds of bankrupts’ estates, 
section 101 contains provisions for the payment by the Board of 
Trade of any moneys or funds, received by an official receiver or 
the Board, to any person whom the court may declare to be entitled 
thereto. 


In addition to the foregoing provisions, there are a number of 
provisions in the Act relating to miscellaneous powers and duties of 
the Board of Trade or the President thereof. Thus, section 127 
empowers the Lord Chancellor, from time to time, with the 
concurrence of the President of the Board, ‘‘to make, revoke, and 
alter general rules for carrying into effect the objects of this Act,’’ 
&c. Section 130 also requires the Treasury to make annual 
returns, to be laid before the House of Commons, showing the 
receipts and expenditure during the year in respect of bankruptcy 
proceedings, ps oon for the accounts of the Board to be audited 
in such manner as the direct, and for the Board, for the 
purpose of such account, to make such returns and give such 
information as the Treasury may direct. Section 131 also requires 
the registrars and other officers of bankruptcy courts to make to 
the Board of Trade certain returns of the business of their courts 
and offices from which the Board are to cause books to be prepared 
which shall, under the regulations of the Board, be open for public 
information and searches. With regard to certificates by the Board 


. | of Trade, section 138 provides that a certificate of the Board that a 


person has been appointed trustee under the Act shall be conclusive 
evidence of his appointment ; and section 140 glso provides for pro- 
ceedings of the to be received in evidence, and a certificate 
signed by the President of the Board to be conclusive evidence of 
the fact certified. Section 162 also provides for the collection by 
the Board of unclaimed dividends and undistributed funds under 
this and certain other preceding Acts. 

bed ema ing against any action or decision of the 
Board it will be seen by a reference to the various sections in which 
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the power to eppeal is mentioned, that such an appeal will only lie 
to the High Court, and not to any local court which may be exer- 
cising jurisdiction in the bankruptcy. Thus, in section 21, which 
regulates the appointment of trustee, and which we have already 
referred to, such an appeal is given in a certain case by sub-sec- 
tion 3. The same will also be found in sub-section 1 of section §2, 
relating to the release of a trustee, and in sub-section 2 of section 
86 relating to the removal of a trustee. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EXECUTOR’S RETAINER, 
( Wilson v. Coawell, L. R. 23 Ch. D. 764.) 

The right of an executor to retain his own debt in full, im priority 
to all other creditors of his testator of the same degree, is a curicus 
anomaly in our law which has probably escaped destruction so long 
only because it is not in practice so much abused as it easily might be. 
The sickles of our law reformers have, of late, been flourished about 
so freely, that its prolonged escape is a cause for wonder; and we 
can hardly suppose that it will very much longer survive. But the 
vitality of its present existence is shown by the above-mentioned 
case; and the history of the law relating to the question reveals some 
curious features. It is worthy of note that Mr. Justice Pearson, who 
decided the case of Wilson v. Cexwell, maintained when he was 
at the bar in Crowder v. Stewart (L. R. 16 Ch. D. 368), apparently 
with something like the warmth of conviction, that Hinde Palmer’s 
Act (32 & 33 Vict. c. 46), by which the priority of specialty creditors 
over simple contract creditors was abolished, had also abolished the 
executor’s right of retainer. This view was very far from being 
adopted by the late Vice-Chancellor Malins, who decided the last-cited 
case, and who seems even to have expressed the opinion that the Act, 
instead of abolishing the executor’s right, had in fact extended it, 
enabling an executor who was merely a creditor by simple contract 
now to retain even as against specialty creditors (L. R. 16 Ch. D., 
at p. 370). This being so, it isa little odd to find that, according to 
the report of Wilson v. Coawell, the case of Crowder v. Stewart pur- 
ports to be there cited to prove that the last-stated proposition is not 
true. 

However, in the present case of Wilson v. Coxwell, the plaintiffs 
counsel admitted that his claim, being derived through an executor by 
simple contract, must be postponed to the claims of the specialty 
creditors ; and the interest of the discussion turned upon another point. 
The plaintiff was the personal representative of one executor out of two, 
who had died leaving the other surviving. It follows that the plaintiff 
did not represent the original testator, who was of course represented by 
his surviving executor. The question was discussed whether, under such 
circumstances, the plaintiff could claim the right of retainer which 
had once been vested in the executor whom he represented. In 
Hopton v. Dryden (Prec. Ch. 179), it was held that an executor of an 
executor ‘‘ who is not the executor to the first testator” is upon that 
ground disabled to retain. But it does not appear in that case that 
the deceased executor had in his lifetime made any assertion of, or 
attempt to enforce, his right of retainer; while in Wilson v. Coxwell 
he had. Mr. Justice Pearson thought that this constituted a sufficient 
ground upon which to distinguish the two cases, and in the one before 
him he allowed the plaintiff’s claim for retainer. In Hopton v. 
Dryden it was said, arguendo, that the reason for allowing retainer is, 
that the executor cannot sue himself; and the decision of the court 
agrees very well with this argument. If this view be adopted, the 
distinction taken in Wilson v. Cowell will seem to be of doubtful 
validity ; and some of our readers may possibly think that the doctrine 
received in that case an unnecessary extension, which is not altogether 
a matter for rejoicing. 

CHARGE FOR COSTS UPON PROPERTY RECOVERED OR 
PRESERVED. 
(Greer v. Young, C. A. 31 W. R. 930.) 

Section 28 of the Solicitors Act, 1860, does not say that a charge 
is to be given upon the interest of the persons by whom the solicitor 
is employed, but that in every case in which a solicitor is employed 


| the Rolls and Lords Justices James and Cotton. 
| somewhat surprising to see the point raised -again 


‘to prosecute or defend any suit it shall be lawful for the court to de- 
clare him entitled to a charge on the property recovered or preserved 
through his instrumentality. The words would seem to be plain 


in Bulley v. Bulley (26 W. R. 310), where he said that “‘the law 
of salvage depends upon plain fundamental principles, and net 
upon Acts of Parliament. A ship in a sinking condition is saved, 
and a right to salvage at once accrues to the persons effecting the 
rescue. There is no inquiry as to who is the owner of the ship, 
but the salvor is paid what is just. This is the principle of sec- 
tion 28 of the Solicitors Act. It is quite immaterial who is the 
owner.” On appeal this view was affirmed by the late Master of 
It is therefore 
in the 

case, with the result that the doctrine has been re-affirmed with 
admirable clearness by the present Master of the Rolls, who said, 
**On reading the section I take the view of the theory of it which 
was enunciated by Vice-Chancellor Bacon in Bulley v. Bulley—that 
is, the theory of salvage. I do not adopt it as an accurate analogy 
in every particular; but the fundamental theory is the same— 
namely, that what is recovered or preserved by the solicitor’s exer- 
tions is to be treated as salvage, and that he is to be remunerated 
on the footing of a salvage service having been performed. The 
charge is independent of contract when something in danger is 
saved by meritorious services. If that is so, it-is wholly immaterial 
whether the person whose property was recovered or preserved em- 
ployed the solicitor or not. Of course, a solicitor could not be 
allowed to go in as a mere volunteer to recover property; but if 
anybody bond fide employs him that is sufficient; there is nothing in 
the section which says that he must be employed by the person 
whose property it is sought to charge.” 


i 








THE NEW PRACTICE. 


PETITIONS. 


PRACTITIONERS will do well to bear in mind the provisions of ord. 
55, r. 2, of the new rules, which substitutes summonses for petitions 
under the Trustee Relief Acts and the Duty 
instead of £300 as before provided under i 
(2) and (3). Order 55, it should also be observed, provides that all 
applications under the Parliamentary its Act or the Lands 

uses Consolidation Act, 1845, for mvestment, of 
dividends, and payment out of deposits under the former Act, and 
for interim and permanent investment and pa 
compensation money under the latter Act, must be made by summons 
instead of, as or by yatition. The result of 
visions will be ially to diminish the number of 
increase the work of the chief clerks by ing on 
gation of the evidence, which was formerly by the judge 
registrar. 


i 


FI, FA, FOR DEBT AND COSTS. 
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pA XLII., r. 18, applies to the whole of the 
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REVIEWS. 


PATENTS. 


Tue Patrentanimity oF InvEeNTIONS. By Henry Curmip MERWIN. 
Boston, U.S.: Little, Brown, & Co. 


Probably the first idea which will occur to anyone who takes up 
this substantial volume of nearly 800 pages will be that it is a large 
book on a somewhat small subject, for the author does not by any 
means deal with the whole range of the patent law, but confines him- 
self ‘strictly to his subject, as stated in the title of the work, which is 
prmcianerie in sixty-six only out of the 830 of which Hindmarch 
on Patents consists, and in the same number out of the 500 pages of 

. Agnew’s work. But to those who are aware of the immense 
number of decisions on all branches of the law of patents which -are 
to be found in the bulky volumes of the United States Official Patent 
Gazette, it will hardly be a subject for surprise that such a book as the 
present could be written on such topics as the subject-matter, novelty, 
and utility of patentable inventions. 

The object of the book, as set forth at-p. 47, is, first, to show what is 
in itself patentable in the United States ; and, secondly, to set forth the 
circumstances and conditions which affect the right of an original 
inventor to a patent at the time that his invention is completed, 
leaving on one side the questions of abandonment and public use 
or sale, This object Mr. Merwin states it to be his intention to 
endeavour to accomplish, chiefly by abstracts of all the important 
cases on the subject in the Federal courts, and of the leading cases in 
the he gen courts, prefacing them by an attempt to state and to ex- 
plain the principles which they illustrate. This description of the book 
seems generally borne out by the facts. Legal treatises may be roughly 
said to consist of collections of legal propositions, with references to 
the cases by which they are supported, and strings of statements of 
Seow erased according to the matters to which they relate. Mr. 
Merwin’ ver seems designed to combine the qualities of both these 

of books, as he first gives the principles which he considers to 
prevail on each point, and then follows them up by a full statement 
of all the cases which he considers of importance, so that the state- 
ment in the preface, that the work consists mainly of abstracts of 
cases, is justified. 

The value of the book for English readers is, of course, very much 
diminished by the fact that it is entirely based on the American 
Statute Law, which has gone even farther than the Patents Act 
which is shortly to come into operation in the United Kingdom, and 
has replaced even the Statute of Monopolies, on which the whole 
Sa of the United Kingdom and the United States has 

up, by modern enactments. Further than this, the mass 
of the cases out of which the book is constructed are necessarily 
cases decided by the United States courts, which have no binding 
foree in this country, though much weight would, of course, be 
attributed to them as able and learned responsa prudentum. And, 
ish cases on the subject treated are necessarily, for an 
‘gous reason, dealt with somewhat cursorily, or else omitted. 
after all, this amounts to no more than saying that the book is 
written, in the first instance, to meet the requirements of the American 
public, and after some examination of the book we can say that it 
seems likely to form 2 useful manual for such readers. It may even 
be that the somewhat poetical style which is adopted in some parts, 
and which is hardly familiar to us in the pages of a law-book, may 
have its attractions for them. Thus, after stating in slightly 
circuitous terms, that thought or eaperiments cannot alone 
constitute inventions, the author states that “reasoning is unravel- 
ling, and invention weaving, of thought. Reasoning is an analytic, 
invention a ic, process. In one case a truth is drawn out, in 
the other it is constructed.” 


* However, even for English readers the book will not be without 
its use, as it classifies and arranges in an intelligible form the deci- 

sions in which the patent system of the Uni i i 
with to pa ity, and such recent. cases as United Tele- 
wy ¥. Harrison, Con-Walker, & Co. (30 W. RB. 724) are 


: 


as by any means model digests. 
The book is well in good, clear type, it has a table of 
cases containing all references, and an index which seems fairly 


THE CORRUPT PRACTICES ACT. 


Tae Pantimentany Exycrions (Conrvrt ayp ILteGaL Prac- 
<.glanetony, 298 Legal Bots, by Haxey Bouover, Barteuarat. 
é RY Honnovsg, t- 
‘ nr" Maxwell & Son. . “3 


Practice on Erection Petitions. By Mines WALKER MAtrTIn- 
sON and SruartT CUNNINGHAM Maocaskre, Bazrristers-at-Law. 
Waterlow & Sons (Limited)... 

Tue Corrupt PRaAcrices PREVENTION Act, 1883, wiTH NOTES AND 
AN APPENDIX OF STATUTES AND RULES AFFECTING THE SAME, AND 
GENERAL InDEX. By Sir WILLIAM WHEELHOUSE, Q.C. Reeves 
& Turner. 


Mr. Hobhouse’s manual, which we have checked on a large number 
of points, is an exceedingly careful and complete’ edition of the Act. 
The notes, which are printed on the opposite page to the text, are 
always intelligent ate useful. Mr. Hobhouse, having assisted in 
drafting the Bill, is in a position to s with some authority as 
to the object and meaning of the aig aah and he has given the 

rofession the results of his knowledge in a very satisfactory form. 

e observe here and there what appears to be a somewhat bold 
statement ; for instance, the remark at page 161 that the Act does 
not ‘‘ prevent the paid ge pape of persons not specially engaged 
or paid for the promotion of a election—e.g., & calazied i 
registration agent or the regular staff of clerks of a solicitor who is en- 

as election agent.” This is, of course, true as regards bond 
de payment of a registration agent not for the : pasate of the par- 
ti election, but should it pot have been added that a payment of a 
registration agent of a salary calculated so as to pay not only for his 
services as such, but also for services during an election would not 
be a safe ing? There are useful tables of maximum expendi- 
ture, both for boroughs and counties, and there is a valuable 
chapter on the effect of the Act on municipal elections. 

essrs. Mattinson’s and Macaskie’s book is also a good one. It 
differs altogether in scope from Mr. Hobhouse’s work, being in fact a 
complete treatise on ihe law relating to corrupt practices at elections, 
considered, first, with reference to the effect of corrupt and illegal 
acts upon the seat; and, secondly, with reference to their consequences 
to individuals. There is much value fin having the new provisions 
thus collated with the old ones. The observations in the chapter on 
the nature and amount of election expenses are very practical and well 
, and it contains tables of the maximum expenses in boronghs 

and counties. The index is susceptible of improvement. 

Sir W. Wheaihown's book gives the “‘_e with short notes, which 
frequently contain either a phrase of the section or suggestions 
ad as Very great care will be in the exercise of the power 
given by this sub-section,” ‘Mark the restriction contained in this 
sub-section,” &c. There is a full index, and the work is extremely well 
printed. 





LEGAL DIARIES. 


Tae Lawyers’ CoMPANION AND Diary, 1884. Edited by JoHN 
THomPson, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Thirty-eighth Annual Issue. 
Stevens & Sons; Shaw & Sons. 

THe Soxricrrors’ Diary, ALMANAC, AND LeGAt Drrecrory, 1884. 
Fortieth Year of Publication. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 

WATERLOW, Brorners, & Layton’s LecaL DIARY AND ALMANAG 
FOR 1884. Edited by H. ALan Scorr, Barrister-at-Law. Water- 
low Brothers & Layton. 


The Lawyers’ Companion is too well known to need description. 
It is, as those of our readers who have used it will know, a work of 
ag gg ace , and of great convenience to the practitioner. 

Messrs. Waterlow & Sons’ Diary contains all the usual information 
very well put together, and a treatise on the stamp laws and the law 
and practice of stamping documents, which is stated to have been 
revised ~ ws Bond, of the Solicitors’ Department in the Inland 
Revenue b 


Messrs. Waterlow Brothers & Layton’s Diary is also full of useful 
information on all subjects looked for in a work of this description. 
We have compared the entries in all these diaries of the names 
of solicitors in a certain small country town, with which we are 
acquainted. We find in everyone of them the name of a solicitor who 
has no office in the town. Would it not be well in future, that 

editors should see that no solicitor’é name is mentioned who has 
an in the place under which his name is given ? 


ag 
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that a Kentu tleman, on his death- 
meathed to his Gite who was eneginie, in 
a ter, one-half of his estate, the other 
bu in case the expected was a 
to the wife and. two-thirds to the son. Short] 
the wife, gave birth to twins—a boy and a girl. 
: How shall the estate be 
-half the estate because she had a daughter; 
under the will, and the 
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DIVISIONAL . COURTS. 


Mr. og ee Cooxson, Q.C., in an rere = Fst we Century on 
“The New Departure in Legal Reform, e following remarks on 
Divisional Courts :—‘‘ The institution known as the Divisional Court has 
caused dissatisfaction in many q 


uarters and on very intelligible grounds. 
It was denounced by Sir H James in his remarkable speech in the 
House of Commons on March 21, 1879, as a * waste of j strength,” 
and his observations were not dissented from by his predecessor in office, 
the late Lord Justice Holker, then ag oy eral. Divisional courts, 
as is well known, were established by the cature Act, 1873, for the 
discharge of two distinct functions—(1) as courts of intermediate 
in substitution for the old courts in Bane ; @ as courts of 
petty and quarter sessions and county and other local courts, the appeal 
in this case being final unless leave- were given to carry it further. Sir 
H.J ane ou He reg referred to, bg the intermediate to 
the Division ‘ourt to be ‘a new an ess stage, adding yy, ex- 
pense, and inconvenience, without any tenting benefit.’ This 
was hardly too strong, and it has been in by resolutions passed 
several law societies thronghout the’ kingdom. Tf there has been a mis- 
carriage at Nisi Prius, either on the score of or of verdict 
against evidence, the Divisional Court may entertain an cation for a 
new trial, the decision on which is liable to be reversed in the Court of 
Appeal proper, while the decision of that court is, in its turn, liable to be 
reconsi by the House of Lords, making in all three appeals. Again, 
if an order is po pc a bento ted aig of however a ‘ a 
character, an a m it lies to the ju chambers, e 
in chambers iy the Divisional Court, from the Divieiowal Gout to the 
Court of Appeal, and from the Court of Appeal to the House of Lords, 
thus making no less than four ap . It is obvious that, in each of these 
cases, there is at least one appeal too many, and the superfluous appeal is 
that made to the Divisional Court. In the Chancery Division no such 
needless expense or delay is incurred. As there are no juries there, there 
can be no misdirection or verdict evidence, and therefore there 
can be no motions for new trial for a divisional court to hear. There are, 
undoubtedly, eipeals from chambers in the Chancery Division, as in the 
Queen’s Bench Division, but no divisional court is ever formed to heat 
these appeals, which are made direct to the Court of In 
when a question has been argued before a chancery judge in chambers, 
may go to the Court of Appeal without heard in court at all, pro- 
vided the judge will certify that he does not desire to have the case er 
argued before himself. But it is not only as an intermediate court of 
appeal that the constitution of the Divisional Court is open to serious 
criticism. Viewed as a court of final eppeal, it presents strange anomalies. 
The number of judges composing it is normally two, and may be con- 
siderably more, yet appeals from county courts both in admiralty and 
bankruptcy are bend before a single judge, and there is no limit to the 
sums involved in these last appeals since the jurisdiction of the county 
courts in maa 0 is itself unlimited. Again, a judge of the Chancery 
Division sitting alone grants injunctions in ty, while a divisional 
court must be convened to listen to an ap for a prerogative writ 
of mandamus Further, a_single judge of the Chancery Division can 
issue a writ of prohibition, but such writ can only be issued on the Crown 
side of the Queen’s Bench Division by a divisional court. This condition 
of things was justified by Lord Col s Committee on the ground that 
to compel all such applications to be made to a single judge would be ‘to 
deprive the judgment given by the court of first instance of much of its 
weight and authority, and to invite and multi Be mags cases in which 
the suitors cannot always afford them, and in which’ delay is a 
serious inconvenience,’ Itis very doubtful whether the combined - 
ment of two judges of first instance does pay so much more rg § than 
the {uaemen’ of a judge sitting alone as is here attributed to it, and if 
the two judges should unfortunately happen to differ the 
argument before them is, of course, thrown away. Moreover, as 
pre not , Coe themselves naleid at take decdtoen 
sin, ctacle sometimes presen’ 
ways, and this in cases where their detision is without a 
Until some means &re devised for keeping down the arrears in the 
Appeal Court by relieving its ju from circuit duties, it is questionable 
whether it would be desirable wholly to abolish the Di Court as a 
court of final appeal from sessions and other local tribunals. But it is 
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Sidney Smith, and A. B. Carpenter (secretary}— 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
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Austin, Stanley, Gwynne, Griffith, Napier, Stuart, Smith, Spiers, 





Hobbs, Devonshire, and visitor) took part. e discussion was 
continued until a late hour of evening, and many of the speakers who 
Wok part Moles 8 er ee Oe ee aan ae 
they dealt, and capable of an on the probable 
working of the new rules. ao members was present, 
and listened with great attention to the speeches. 
UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY, 
The usual weekly of this was held in the hall of 
Clement’s-inn, Strand; Mr. est E. K 
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LIVERPOOL LAW STUDENTS’ ASSOCIATION. 


The third m ot Meo amie: See ne. Sete Se 
Monday evening, 29th of October; Mr. J. W. Thomson, A 
solicitor, in the chair, The question for discussion was as follows:— 


being thrown = a very it esti cussion took in which 
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LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Henry Anruvr Hvpson, solicitor, proctor, and notary, of York, 
has been appointed by the Archbishop of York Registrar of the Province 
and Diocese of York, in succsssion to the late Mr. Egerton Vernon Har- 
court. Mr. Hudson had for several years acted as Mr. Harcourt’s deputy. 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1863, and he is also registrar of the arch- 
deaconries of York and Cleveland. 


Mr. Epwarp Wim Wort.eper, solicitor, of Yarmouth, has been 
elected Vice-Chairman of the Great Yarmouth School Board. Mr. Worl- 
ledge is the son of the late Mr. John Worlledge, judge of county courts. 
He was educated at Jesus College, Cambridge, where he graduated in the 
second class of the classical tripos in 1872, and he was admitted a solicitor 
in 1875. He is registrar of the Great Yarmouth County Court, and dis- 
trict registrar under the Judicature Acts. 


Mr. Gzorce Suerrretp Biaxeway, solicitor (of the firm of Fryer & 
Blakeway), town clerk of the city of Gloucester, has been appointed Clerk 
to the County en at Gloucester, on the resignation of his partner, 
Mr. Kedgwin Hoski er. 

Mr. Herpert Uszer, solicitor, of Market Weighton, has been appointed 
Clerk to the Market Weighton Burial Board. 


Mr. Percy Hocxry, solicitor, of Dartmouth, Kingswear, and Brixham, 
has been appointed Clerk to the Kingswear School Board. Mr. Hockin 
was admitted a solicitor in 1838. He is deputy town clerk and deputy 
clerk to the magistrates for the borough of Dartmouth, and clerk to the 
Dartmouth Urban Sanitary Authority. 


Mr. Hewry Porrer, solicitor, of Farnham and Aldershot, has been 
—, mr to the Frimley School Board. Mr. Potter was admitted a 

Mr. Lizwetixs Apams, solicitor, of Ruthin, has been appointed by 
Mr. Cornwallis West, Lord Lienienant of Denbighshire, to be Clerk of 
the Peace for that county, in succession to Mr. Joseph Peers, resigned. 
Mr. Adams has been for some time deputy clerk of the peace for Denbigh. 
shire. He was admitted a solicitor in 1845, and he is also clerk to the 
Ruthin borough magistrates. 

Mr. James Fraser Bonuam, solicitor, of Barnstable and Ilfracombe, has 
been elected Coroner for the Barnstable District of Devonshire, in succes- 
sion to Mr. John Henry Toller, deceased. Mr. Bonham was admitted a 
solicitor in 1856. 


Mr. Wri1am Marxsy, D.C.L., reader on Indian Law in the University 
of Oxford, has been electeda Fellow of Balliol College. 





DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 


Georcz Atrrep Cooxz, Rosert Lz Brassevr, and Tom Epmunp 
Lavrxestone Oaxxey, solicitors, 12, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn (Cooke, Le 
Brasseur, & Oakley). October 1. So far as regards the said George 


Mawset Rees, Davrer Cuartes Epwarps, and Ronerr Ley Woop, 

» Lianelly (Rees, Edwards, & Wood). September 29. So far as 

relates to the said Robert Wood only. The said business will in 

future be carried on by the Mansel Rees and Daniel Charles Edwards, 
under the style or firm of Rees & Edwards. [ Gazette, October 30. 








COUNTY COURTS. 


WEYMOUTH. 
(Before Mr. Serszant TrxpaL ATKINSON, Judge.) 
Thursday, Oct. 18.—Vallance v. Falle. 


Merchant Shipping Act, 1854—Refusal of master of vessel to give a 
certificate of discharge to a seaman—Penalty—Right to bring a 
common law action. 

His Hoxovr, who had, at the last court, reserved his ju ent, said :— 

This is an action brought by the plaintiff, a seaman, da a from the 

the master of a steam vessel, £25 for alleged damage arisin 
from his refusing to give the plaintiff a certificate of discharge to whic 
he was entitled under the —— of the 172nd section of the Merchant 

Shipping Act, 1854. That section enacts that, upon the discharge of any 

seaman, the master shall sign and give him a certificate of his discharge, 

the period of his service, and the time and place of discharge ; 
and, if he fails to give a discharge, shall incur a penalty not exceeding £10. 

The fact of the refusal by the defendant to give such disc in this 

case is admitted, but it is contended by his advocate, Mr. How that 

coe ppm of the plaintiff's claim show no cause of action, — also 
the provisions of the section under which the t claim is framed 


Pp 
Had case of Couch v, Still (23 L. J. Q. B. 121) not been q 
and s uent decisions, there 
much y in detiding the action before me at once in favour 





of the plaintiff. The case would, in fact, be governed by the 
tule there laid down by Lord Campbell—namely, “that wherever 
a statutory duty is created, any person who can show that he has 
sustained an injury arising from the non-performance of that duty 
can bring an action for damages against the person on whom the duty is 
imposed.” ‘The rule here expressed in such broad and comprehensive 
terms was questioned in Atkinson v. The Newcastle Waterworks Company (25 
W. R. 794, L. R. 2 Ex. D. 44), in which the plaintiff brought an action against 
the defendants for not keeping their pipes charged with water as required 
by the Waterworks Act, whereby his premises were burnt down, and the 
Court of Ap reversing the decision of the court below, held that a 
statute which does not by implication give to persons who may be injured 
by the breach of the duties thereby im any remedy over and above 
those which it gives in express terms, the person injured must have re- 
course to the statutory erste and cannot maintain an action for 
damages. Applying the principle of this rule tothe facts of the present 
case, the question arises, is there anything in the language and provisions 
of the statute which by reasonable construction, ww! or by impli- 
cation, gives a remedy ae that to be found in the 172nd_section— 
viz., the ty of £10—for refusing to give a certificate of discharge? 
In looking through the provisions of the Act it will be found that the 
only section which relates to the mode of enforcing penalties and their 
application is the 524th, which enacts ‘‘That any justice imposing any 
penalty under the Act for which no specific 8 sap is provided, may, if he 
thinks fit, direct the whole or any part thereof to be applied in componenting 
any person for any wrong or damage which he may have sustained by the act 
or default in respect of which such penalty is imposed. The statute con- 
tains no specific application of the penalty in this case, and it was open to 
the plaintiff to e a complaint before the justices under the provisions 
of the section and obtain the compensation therein provided—namely, the 
whole or such part of the gas! the justices might, on considering the 
facts, think it right to award. It appears to me that by the use of the 
term “ compensation ’’ the Legislature contemplated that no other remedy 
than that prescribed in the section was to be given, it being in substance 
and in form at once simple, efficient, and inexpensive. In this case, after 
considering the arguments addressed to me and theauthorities cited, I am of 
opinion that the statute in this case having created a liability not existing 
at common law has given a particular remedy for enforcing it, and that 
the plaintiff must adopt the remedy given by the statute, and not having 
done so in this instance a nonsuit must be entered. 

The question of costs reserved. 

Jolliffe, Crewkerne, for the plaintiff. 

R. N. Howard, Weymouth, for the defendant. 
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Cooper v Metropolifan Board of Works app of ~ from VCB Jan 27 

a ee , limd, & Co’s Acts app of official liquidator from V C B 
an 

Maynard v Marks and ors age) = yg Re Jan 29 

Maynard v Marks and ors hn > Coane frm VCB Jan 30 

ee Bennett app of deft from Mr Justice Field, from Mr Justice Kay 


be 6 Ry Cov Solway Junction Ry Co app of defts from Mr Justice Kay 


Carter 'y White and arr app of pit from MrJustice Kay Feb 6 

Goldsmid v Gt Eastern Ry ‘0 spp of defts from V C Feb 6 
Mackintosh v Chalmers app of pitefrom VC B Feb8 

— > Plowden app of pls’ from Baron Pollock for Mr Justice Pearson 


Feb 

In i T Boddington, desd Boddington v Clairat app of pit from Mr Justice 

ge Ang S app of deftfrom VC B Feb 13 

Biggs v app of pit from Mr Justice Fry Feb 14 

= John Bri Brier, decd Brier vy Evison app of defts from Mr Justice Chitty 

In re The Milan Tramways Co 1d: & Co’s Acts app of official liquidator from 
Mr Justice Kay Feb 19 

In re The Quartz Hill Consolidated Gold Mining Co ld & Co’s Acts app of 
Alfred Tucker from VC B Feb 21 

Robinson v Archibald app of deft from Mr Justice Fry Feb 22 

Stott v Milne app of plt from V CU ot County Palatine of Jancaster Feb 23 
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Ollendorff from Mr Justice Chitty Feb 26 

Games v Bonnor app of deft from Pearson J Feb 26 

Warren v Le Marchant app of pit from Mr Justice Kay Feb 27 

Knell v Welker app of plt from Baron Pollock for Mr Justice Peareon March 1 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
MicHAELMas SrtTrines, 1883. 

Causes for trial or hearing. 

(Set down to Thurseday, October 26tb, inclusive.) 


N.B.—A Transfer of Fifty-three 


Division to the 


Causes from the Chancery 
Queen’s Bench Division, dated Ovtober 1st, has been made as follows :— 
Five from Vice-Chancellor Bacon ; 
Nine from Mr. Justice Kay ; 
Fourteen from Mr. Justice Currry ; ; 
Twelve from Mr. Justice PEARSON ; 
Thirteen from Mr. J am gael 


The several Trabesferred Causes will be found 


inserted according to date of 


setting down in the List of Queen’s Bench Actions without Juries. 


N.B.— 


Court will be 


Before Vice-Chancellor ey 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses and 
without witnesses). 

Pile v Lewis act wits 
Pile v Willis act wits 
In re Lemm, Hewartson v Lomm act 


(Jan 11) 
—— i)” Peruvian Guano Co act 
Peruvian Guano Co v Bockwoldt act 
(Dec 4) 
Lemaitre v Kidston act wits 
Spooner v Boyce act wits 


Transferred from Mr. Justice Fry, and 
a heen me by order dated 


Satelite e Teentling act & m fj 
Prince v Prince act wits 
Smith v Tennant act & m f j 

In re M EB Anstie, Chetywynd v Morgan 


act & m f j 
London Financial Assocn vy Kelk act, 
ov 18) 
m f j wits 


wits 
Hoare v St 
Scratton v act wits 
Webb v Smith and Goldsmith act wits 
Inre J Harris, Harris y Harris act wit 
Caruncho vy Goldechmidt act 
WetebvGae saws 

i) v Green act wits 
Inve Pane mf j ” 

re Palmer, Skipper ¥ Ski act 
&m ft wits ss a 
Stamford & Bkg = > abe act wits 
Senior v Whitely m 
Lord Beresford © Fistohse act & mf j 
Heywood v Malialict act wits 
oS belay Slagg 


eh = act wits 
M Reynolds act wits 
Morris v Bakes act wits 
Ine W Robinsos Thompson v Robin- 
son act wits 


¥ Sykes 
Helps v Jukes act 
wns v Downs act 
ug v Lindsay act wits 
Natl Provincial of England v 


| oor alt 
in rot Moly Warmer 
In re R Moir, conat ¥ Dat act m fj 
Matthews 


eee, ¢ Biak a tite 
Ce ieee ree’ Deen aot 


ingfield Church act wits 
Inte O Lomas, Whtahead Lomax 


vP ft 
Philips» Pi i a } 


W v y,enden Assurance Co, 


Sa he 


pea 








the absence of Mr Justice PEARsoN on the Autumn Cirenit tho 
te Lordehip’s Court will be taken by Mr. Justice Nortru. 
the Autumn Cireuit the Business of Mr. Justice Nostra’ ‘0 
by Mr. Justice MaTHEW. 


in 7a, Booth, Bradford & Bank v 
00' 
v La Société Generale act 


ts 

Carr v French & Monks m f 
In re Adams, Greenwood v d 
In re Mitford, Burgess v Mi 

wits 
Smith v Silicate Paint Co act wits 
Hewes v Hawes act & m f j wits 
Stuck rs Bank + Deuiioaabe ot wile 
In re J Highmore act wits 
Armhardt v Allen act wits 

Barne wits 


Peat v act 
Epeom v Phillips, act wits 
o tic Wood Pavement 


Ia re The Asp 

Ine T Sarva Jarratt v Jarratt act 
Seating ata eo 
In re C. en Carrington v 
Pookie Farmar act wits 

ints *, & "p Toninin” “ee 


Dwyer v. Bond 


Smith v Mi act wiis 
Mackintosh y Chalmers fc 
Crisp v City of Publishing Co 


laws v Watson 
itainer oleae v Jaye act 
ickinson v th 


Ker 
Young Ker ee 
Blackman v Blackman act 
New Centrifagal Creamer Co v Hald & 


Co act 


Areld y Hughes win - 


Williams v 
a, | Yeni is Guna vm 


Priestly v J & 
Blood vy Mul 
Harwood v “Blackwall Blackwell v 
Lewis idk v Abode &s Co y RSet 
Westfield v Burnham 

Wilkins at 


Wartnaby v Marriott act 
Baldwin v H ves act 
Snow v act 


v Peninsular &e Co act 
lis 


Usher Hamel vy Usher act 

Meee y Load Tete 

Griffith vy Equitable Reversionary In- 
terest act 


Lovejoy v Cooke 

one of Brent, Oo tat 
Burnell v 

oy Cae v Mortimer 


In_re A & J Williams, Williams vy 
Blackett v act 

a fae Ship Insurance 
Heinrichs v Wi act 
Mayor &c of New v Stovell 
In re J Griffi Fea ¢ Odie act 
Ferguson v W: 





v Satterwaite act 
Holland v Reeve act 
Bird v T m fj 
WS Le aa baton 
a re James v 7 

At age act 
v ° 
v Glao “eat of law, 

a v Scott 
ae 

In te W Barnes Bower y Barnes act 
foedh ¢ dotee act & m fj 
Ia red Moggridge v Mog- 
gridge act 
Jarmain v Burt. m fj 
Clarke v Foxley 
Fleming v Smith act 
Gilroy vy France act 
Beaumont v Beaumont act 
Latch v m fj & sums 
Lovell v Wallis 
In re J Bennett Wileon v Benne‘t 


act 
eur ee Goodrick v Robinson 
m 
ae re act 
a ho Bateman Bateman v Batman 


In se Trafort Trafford v Blanc m fj 


wy | ay, gama ¥ Saab 


Charles v Sykes act 


Rogers v Stowers fc 

In re Hart Orford vy Hat fc 

In re Watkins Watkins vGay fc 
In re Clagett Lockwood w Clayton 
fc & sums 

In re Weaver Weaver v Weaver fo 


jee} weer Faeey hp 
re v © 
Tee Srebeester Dalston y Nansen 
fc & sums 

In reOwen Owen v Owen fo 


Te re Fawcett Fawoett vy Fawoett fo 
In reOwen QOwenv Baker fo 

In re Meara Hawkesford vGoule fo 
In re Shaw 


In re Ties Heotal ¢ Dolan t co& 


sams 
In re Stenson Stenson v Stenson fo 
In re Farrar Farrar v Farrar {co 


Barnard 
In re Reynolds Young v Clyma f o 
& sums 


avies Betads > Dini fo 


is fo 


ieee Kynaston vy Seddon 


en ae ly Middleton 4th fo 

inv He * Phillips tek 
Count de Palikas ¥ Butterfield f 0 & 
sumns 


French 
epee tau 
v 
In re McCowan y Mo 
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In re Heaton’s Trade Mark, &c 
In re Fitzroy Beesemer Steel, &c Co 


Before Mr, Justice Currrr. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesees). 
Clayton v Day act 
v Evans act 
Avrcough v Unwin act&emns In re 
Unwin’s Trade-Mark (re-transferred 


from V C Bacon) 
and Salford Benk limd v 

Flitcroft act m f j 

In re Pritchard & Dodd’s application & 
Messrs W. Waller & Co’s opposition 
& Trade Mark Acts adj smns with 
with wits 

Bariogiae Loyd” 

Berrip v act 

Jones v Robinson act 

In re J B Sadler, decd Skipper v Shand 


act 

Cropper v Smith 2 motns to commit 
for breaches of order dated March 21, 
1883 eet v Smith motn to con- 
tinue interim irjanction with wits by 


order 
In re The Provinoiali/Brush Electric Light 
and Power Co (ex pte Dick) motn for 
rectification of shareholders’ register 
(to come on with action of Dick v 
Provincial, &c, Co when st 


eons) by order 

In re E AC Pole and ore, infarts adj 
sumns with wits by order 

Dig v Evans act (transferred from 

Division, by order) 

In re J Edgoombe Nicholson v Shields 
act 


ony one act 
onson & Cov Boehm act and sumns 
(In re Boehm’s Trade Mark) by 


Dickinson fon act 

In re A M Blake, decd Faulconer v 
Mackenzie adj sumns with wits, by 
order 


i 
F 
' 


claim 
Hont v Hunt act 
Tbe York & County Bank vy The 


Sqindale v Lowrie f c (short) 
In re J Ellie, decd, Carter y Ellis f 


In reT decd, Halse vy Cousins 
e 

Re nee; aot, Harker v Harker 
c 





Inre W Ryder, decd, Sharman v Grove 
f c (short! 

In :e A M Cameron, decd, Milne v Ellis 
f c adjourned from chambers 

Underhay v Smith fur con and motion 
to eet aside official refer es’s report 

In re H Nelson, deod, Huig-Snsllie v. 
Nelson f o 


Brown v Gellatly f o 

Foxton v Oram fc 

Dickin v Dickia f c 

In re M Jobn, decd, Malone v Malone fo 
In re J N Craven, decd, Laycock v 


Craven fo 
In re W Brages, decd, Chamberlain v 
Plammer f c 
In re Sach, decd, Sach v Sach f c 
sae 54 Dance, decd, Woodroofe v Dance 
© 


Baxter v Thompson f o 
In re Boucher, decd, Hassel v* Ray fc 


Demurrer. 
Lybbe v Hart demr of dft: to claim 


Non-witness Causes, Adjourned Sum- 
monses and Special Cases. 
In re Queenborough Chemical Society 
(Bazehole’s case) adj smna 
In re Wrey’s Estate Sargeant v Smith 
Weld v Weld Weld v Kaight adj 


sumns 

Ta re Florence Land &c Co (Nicol’s case) 
a‘j eumps 

In re Briton Ferry and Swansea Steam 
Tramways Co (Clayton’s claim) adj 


smne 

Wigfield v Brown (ex pte Willmer) m 
to diecharge ver &c (to come on 
with non-wits acts, by order of Dec 17) 

Atlantic Mutual Insurance Co vy Huth 
adjd sumns 

Midiand Land & Investment Corptn Id 
v. Viect Sudeley & ors act 

In re Munch’s Trade Mark adja 


sumns 
In re South &o Banking Co (ex 
Batb ati eee ad i 
In re Evans, decd Secker v Hardist y 


adj emns 
In re La Conception Gold Mining Co 1d 


|j smns 

Ia re Jones’ Trade Mark, adj sums 

Ormes v Bateman adj emns 

In re Dennett, deod Simkins v Dennett 
sc&mfj 

Wollaston vy Wollaston #0. 

In re Chas Denham & Co (2) adj smns 

In re Clay's Estate Van Sandan v 
Tindale adj smns 

In re Dackworth & Chase's Contract & 
V & P Act 1874 ej smos 

In re Rollinson’s Estate Wakefield &o 
Bank v Rollinson adj smns 

In re Marsb, decd Gowland vy Gray s © 

Antrobus v fer #6 

Sherland yv 


In re Edmonds, decd 
Wrench adj smns 

In re Colonial Trusts Corpn adj smns 

In re The Florence Land and Public 
Works Co ld (claim of Anglo-Italian 
Bank) | emns 

Kelsall v Caddick adj smns 

In re Young and ors adj emus 

In re Folliott, deod Mears vy Walker sc 

In re Bb W Ground, deod Ground v 
Ground act 

Turnoury Turnour mf j 

= bey aoe teont all Water 

or’ ex w sums 
Balmer v at ag m fj y 
In re T Pearson decd Pearson v Pearson 
|j summons 

Close vy Carr act 

In re The London Fish Market and 
National Fishery Co ld (2) a4j sumns 

Brace v Attorney-Gen act 

Warwick v Knight act 

Clifton v Knight act 

— . cor sumone 
ard v Eyre eumns) a*j sumpds 

Werd v Byre Gets sumur) “dj eumns 

Trefiry v Treffry act 

In_ re May's Estate Whitechurch y 
Batley adj sumzs 

In re Lambert Gray & Co (Lyopnaise 

eumns 


case) ad 
In re the Co Lefeberes case ad sms 


In re the Bame Co Pescatore’s cace afj 





smns 
Levetus v Newton (ex- Plaintiff) ad 
( ff) aj me 
In re George Perkin’s Ketate adj eumns 


In re The Swiss Unsweetened Milk Co 
adj sums 

Morton v Hallet act 

Wootton v Strudwick m fj 

Price v The Bala and Festiniog Ry Co 


act 

Gethiog v Keighley adj sums 

In re John Chappell, deod Fozard v 
Crowther act 

Nichols vy Jeeby act 

In re The Wearmouth Crown Glass Co 


ld adj smns 
Wasteneys v Hunter m fj 
Sheldon v Andrews adj smns 


Ground y Ground mf 

In re Hannah Ruggles, decd Weaver 
v Bateman act 

Paget v Clagett act 

Messum v Brown sc 

Broadbent v Holdsworth sc 

In re Florence Land and Public Cold 
(Tufnell & Ponsonby’s case) ne 

Parish of Sutton to Church and V & P 
Act adj sumns 

In re Greaves deod Bray v Topfield 


adj smns 

In re J P Litchfield decd, Wallis v 
Litchfield act 

In re The Great Britain Fire Insce Co 
adj sumns 

Ian re C Whitfield’s Estate, Myers v 
Whitfield j sumns 


In re F. E. Smith & “a adj sums 
In re The Wearmouth Crown Glass Co 
National, &> (Bank’s claim) adjd 


sums 
Cockle v Cockle act 
In re R. W. Anderson’s Trade-Mark 
adjd sums 
Ia re yy fee Clay v Clay spo 
binson 


Jones v 
In re Hoskison’s Estate Holmes v 
aven Ry and Estate Co, 


Hoskison adjd sums 
In re Milford 
ld (Week's case) adjd sums 
In re Wellbelovea’s Kstate Rymill v 
The Grosvenor Bank adjd sums 
Cotton v Kenyon spo &mfj 
Cotton v Cotton mfj 
Dugdale v Burkinshaw act 


Mo: v Wallingford act 
In te North, dec, Sawden v Faulooner 


act 
De Thoren v De Thoren mf 
In re C Harper, dced, Mills, Errington, 
&c,Cov Harper act 
In re E M Johnston, decd, Cockerell v 
Earl of Eesex sco & mf j 
Sims v Prance act 
Keily vy Stevens act 
Palmes vy Garfit so 
Iu re T Aston, deod, Stokes vy Aston act 
In re H. Niblett, decd, Langlois v 


Robertson act 
Foster v Kent a & mfj 
Houmas » Oakley & Co v Beauchamp 


Goddard v Knight act 

In re D H Brown, a Solicitor (to review 
taxation) adj sumus 

Greer v Young (to review taxation) adj 
sumns 

In re Ernest d (expte EB Lioyd to 
review taxation adj sumns 

In re Ernest Lloyd (expte G E Hunt— 
cost of pe adj sumns 

Hall v Smith 

Jervis vy Doty act 


Byer v Ashby act 
In re The German Date Co limd adj 


eumns 

— Zz The ae Permt Benefit 
Society sumns 

Ia re Geo Kerry’s Estate Ling v Gower 

adj sumos 


In re The Northern Counties of Eag- 
land Fire Insurance Co limd (Drotrs) 


adj sumns 
‘a Extract of Meat Co Imtdy. 
adj sumns to rvw taxa 

Hogbes v Faulkner aot 
Mowatt v The Castle Steel and>{Iron 

Works Co limd adj sumns 
Quarrell vy Hill act 

Smith vy Harris proc sumns 
In re The Thames and Channel Steem 





Finn v Adamson s0 

Sidebotham v Sidebotham act 

Yates v Yates adj sumns 

Plunkett v Martia act and cntr-clm 
Ta re Mid Cannock Colliery Co Imtd 


adj sumns 
In re Jno Bagnall & Sons limd adj 


sumus 
In re A Salmon aij sumns 
In re A C Castle (for reference to taxa) 


adj samos 
Barlow vy Gee a & m fj (short) 
Brett v act 
In re W H Lewis, decd, Mille v Hall 
m f j (short) 
| eh cageag m fj 
Danuvillier vy Myers (t> review taxn) 
adj sumns 
In re Addleshaw & Burton adj sumns 
In re W J Pearse, decd, Pearse v 


Gandell mfj 
Mocre v Todd m fj (short) 
Parry v Fraser act 
In re J Wood, deod, Adams v Eldridge 
Tr) 
In re Hambro’s Settled Estates adj 


sumns 
In re D Blythe, decd, Blyth v Thomson 
act (short) 


Anglo-American Brush Electric Light ~ 


Cov Lane-Fox act 
Cooper v Brown act 
Lancey v Bellyse m fj (short) 
Elkins v ope Gusrantee Society act 
Blott v Clark act 
ln re W Heathoott, deci, Sturgess v 
Aviolet sc 


P v Malloney act 
K v Hatley so 
In ae Mabon, decd, Slater v Mabon 


Alfree v Athill act 
ine opie, font, kins v Chilton 


|j sumns 
nae Jacobs, decd, Longmore v Ja:obs 
In » Blanshard, decd, Aeh v Popple 
ac 
In re Brown, decd, Brown vy Warnsley 
ac 


t 
Wills vy Eyton mfj ; 
ar ~ eeraear didi m fj 
r) 


Before Mr. Justice Nortu. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Benham virvine act 
Plumptree v Blasland act 


Transferred from Mr. Justice Chitty, 
by order dated Nov. 17, 1882. 
Goodman v Batty act (not before June 


20 

In 1A E Corfield Bruce v Daviaon act 
In re Corfield Briscoe vy Davison act 
Hall v Bovey act 


Transferred from Mr. Jastioe Chitty 
by order dated Feb. 22, 1883. 
Maveeldone Virian act & m fj 
uggeridge v Viv m 
Sumner v Williams act 
a 
v 


Ward 

at Western By Co act 
Sugg & Cold v Bray & Co act 
Porter v The London & N W Ry Co 
act 


Bowser v Sharp act 

Attorney-Gen v Dean & Canons of Man- 
act 

Socarth v Sharp act 

Davies-Cooke v Power act wits 
Robertson v Poland act 

Lewis Merthyr Navigation Co. v Geth- 


act 
6 iA iewla Merthyr Naviga Co 


i 


De Barathy v Croneigh sot wits 
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Tiddeman v A'exander Alexander v 
Tiddeman act wits 

Macdonald v Underwood act wits 

Teieete ¢ — Go limd v Bask- 


combe 
Wright v Other rest wits 
Capper v Mlatchley act wits 


Stevens v Biller act wits 
Hartmont v ing act wiis 


Dann v Hood act wits 

Lane v act wits 

Farrer v , Hartland & Co” act 
wits 


Delbonille vy Lamb act wits 

Prince vy Dodds act wits 

Colman v Colman act wits 

Postance v Browne act wits we 
In re Deer, decd Deer v Orgill “act 


wits 
National Provl Bank of England v 
act wits 


Harris kes ‘ae it 
Smith v Bimney 
Goupil v Gallet 
Warner v lige See wits 
In re Taylor, decd Nichole v Taylor 


act wits 

Power v London Wharfing & Ware- 
housing Co act wits 

Quilter v Tod-Heatly act wits 

Waddell v Heritage act wits 

Bent & Buckley v Hulme act wits 
Morris vy De la Mouta De la Moutav 
Morris act wits 

Cowney v Jones act wits 

Mellish v — > ae 
Vaughan v F: wit 

In re Henry Stokes, decd Stokes v 

Read act wits 


ens v Birmingham Syadicate lmd 


Byae ¥ 8 ng act wite 
—_ artv Rose act wits 
Lang v in act wits 


Mattbewa vy O’Dowd act wits 
Johneon v Massey aot act wits 


Before Mr. Justice ustice PRARSON. 
Causes with Witnesses retained for Trial 
or Hearing only mt to Order 
dated April 26, 1 
— v University Life Asace Co 14 


Bipth } v aaa Saay ee &Co act 
Bellmore v Wetson” act 


Transferred from Mr. Justice Fry. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses), 
In re The Phosphate Manure Co ld, 
&o motion by order 
Cobbett v Cox e 
Young v Winter 
Lyon v Harrison eet & m for 


Davies v Turner act 
oe a4. tral 2 : 
Attorney-General v Lyne ac’ 

Kdwards vy Cory act 
or v Biaiberg act pt hd 
Local Board &o of Witham v Oliver act 
Ballard v — act 
Hawley v nd 
7 Miackiock 
Ge kcotes Baier Gene * Abbott aot 
In re Hunt vHunt act 
Io re Harrison oy v Parry act 
Wintle v wove Arg 
Same v Same mtj 
In ees Breton Oo id & Co's Aots 


Maclure v 81 aot 

Jeffries v Je act 

Tudor vy Tudor act 

Holland v Sawbridge act 

Bell v wae act 

Thom v Mayor &o of Sunderld act 
City Back v Soverciga Life Assos Co act 
Ord vy Coumbs act 

Martin v Stratford act 

Thomas v Spratly act 





Barrett v Roberts act 


Carrington v Black act 
as J Mitchell Mitchell vy Fenton 


Voght v Stocks & Co act 
Beckett v Gill act 
Wheeler v Sharland act 
Wilcox v Same act 


I P 
In re Owen, Loyd roy v Owes 


Heselwood act 
nary City of Glasgow Life Assce Co 
Bd of Works for St Giles’s Dist v The 
Met Brush Electric Light Co act 


Parish v Poole act 

Snelling u Paling. « act 

Ackers v. Ackers 

— &e, of Kisgston-upon-Hall v 
orton act 


Miller v a act 

Hart v Cottee 

a “Hilder v Powell act 

v 

Fleming v eaten” 

Hardaker v. Moorhouse m fj 

Stobbs v Kelsey act 

Randall v Solicitor nog Treasury act 

Sanders v Jones 

v Picstiins act 

In re Davies Jones v Jones act 

Morris v Powis act 

In re Mappia Mappin v Vinrace adj 
sumns 

Robertson v Sharpe act 

Robinson v Milae Milne v Robinson 
act & or ol 

Dix v Coven 

In re Gilbert Webster Gilbert act 


In re W An Owen v Powell act 
Clark v Saunders et r 


Gillig v Gill 

Mackreth v Guay act 

In re Dawkins aes vChase act 

Litohfiela v Gater 

Lumaden v Young Eo ora act 

Cradock v Rogers aot 

Williams v Simner 

Ia re Newingtoa a v Newington 
adj somos 

Ia re Welbourn Noster v Barton act 

Bellis v Johoron 

Salisbury v Wickes act 

wats oe nee Electric Light, &o, 


Altfld'y Rowe Peck v Atifield act 
ha i a 

v Sao 
Mewbarn ve Oe es 
tandin, Vv Dow sumns 
Qeegil'y Rowna on 

auses for Trial 
Pee our witnesses) 


And Further Considerations 
Iare Hal Hall v Hall demr 


Smith v Meux act 
In re Barton Barton v Barton m fj 
is Lydney & Wigpool Ry v Bird 


In re Seymour Seymour v Hall aot 
ia se Hugeias Collis v Huggios act 
Keay v Boulton m fj 

Ward v Ward splo 

Arnold v Allen action 

In re J H Kelsall Kelsall v London 


tae} Mocatta Mocatta v Mocatta epl o 
Io re W T Williams Pilkington v 
Franklen act 

Hilbers v Parkinson wth 

Fox v Suffield pti 


fe eeOtae kaa avpiyart Clarke a 
are A v f 
In re Smith viel se 





Morewood i act f 
In re Smith 8 ford y Sanford sc 
Spurrell 


&mtj aT 
ae m 

Atkinson y act 

In re “Beanett v Price sc 

In re Richardson W v 

act & m fj 


Green v Clayton act 
—— Hansom v Beaumont 


Huntr v Ramagui, 2, Trams Co act |. 


Morris v Ni 
a Vv ro of Northumberland 
m 


Watts v Bennett act 
Bradford v Y. act 
In . Rosier Jones v Bartholomew 


tare ihosher Rosher v Rosher sc 
West vy West mfj 
Carlton v Murray act 

ae ae Hookes v Parry 


Hyde v Hyde CT.) 

Gow v Foster sc 

In reOrmston Aldamv Ford mfj 
Hunter v Caldecott m fj 
Peyton v Saunders act 

In oo ge Hare v Hare sc 
In re W P Miller v Toll eo 
Ia re Hodgkinecn Thackray v Swin- 
nerton ee 

In re Powell Owen v Powell act 
Cole vy Crush act 

as Lawrence Lawrence v Lawrence 


MeWilliam ¥ Roome sc&mfj 
Harrington v Heaven 80 
Inre Palk Palk v -_ act 


Longden v Longden m 

—— Jackson at v. Jack- 
son fo 

In rePrior Prior v Prior act 

pa ase yp bh nn a 
n re iggar v ar fo 
Carter v Hook act ee 

In re Hudewell Hutswell vy Kettlewell 


Allsen v Quick fo 
Io re Evans P v Evans act 
Cross v Coltart scand m fj 

In re Cole _ Cowan vy Cowan fo 


Spenoer v Pri mf 

In re a gpm re Levelt Hunt v 
Fortaum 

In re Sacre Mt v&aocre «ct 


In re F R and G Walne Walae v 
Hill fo 
Inre AS Walne Walnev Hill fo& 





ot Cotig 
In ve Noyes Aru Ard 7. Moves feck 
In re Rid yy + aed act 
y Williams f 


| ed as Ninh fe 
In re Hollis Hollis v Fletcher splc 
&mti 

Grayv Webb fe 

In re Wass Masonv Eyre fc 

Ia re Shield P. v Barrow act 

Ta re Good nan ard vy Seed mfj 


Hooper v Simmons Simmons v Husper 
act Eco 


Higgins 

In re Brooke Musgrave v Brooke ect 
In re Birchall Wileon v Birchall fo 
In re Jones Jones v Davie: fo 

Ia re Johnson Jvhuson y White fe 
Bates v Bates splc 


Lae Woodall Wondall  Woodell fe 


Ia re Viscouat Exmouth Viscount Ex- 
mouth v Pellew fc 
In re Liewellyn Lane v Lane act 


Ta re Atkins att v Ses f o (short) 

fm rly Bel aed 

Perkins v Angel act 

net Gray v Smith m fj 

a) 9 Smedley Smeileyv Hunter 2ad 
© 


Co'eman v Lievellin act 

In re Baynton Bayaton v Whereat act 

merino 3 
v ° 

Ia re M A Quartermaine wies ¥ 


Smith f c (short 
Selway v Hales Halse Halos v Seley act 
and counter claim 


vBieger Summonees. 
Bake ee 


Marquaés of Salisbury v. Harter 
1a re Newington Haghes v Nowingto a 








rf 
2 smns Stand py han 
— Sone Porter v Grant fo sas Siace'v Hulme 
Holt v Hol Bet Geomvine 
COMPANIES. 
WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jom? Srocx Compantss. 
IN : 
Fr a ee Loarep.— winding presen’ 
Sot be heard betore Baoon, V-02 9n Noy & Pathan snd Cn 


25, 
Knight Rider ‘Dootore 
STANDARD Treaahnee eres, 
10, it was wee oncered 
Yats Gouna axp am Works Comp. 


eg ee ww Paty 


company be wound up. Heritage and 


Rh dated Oct 
‘o, Clement's 


ye gts Ben | 


directed to Ry oo yt Se 


Novs. Be Shey Ky heey a een Sane Oa 


ing un, presented 


BATLEY MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 
Oat be ihsooted bo bee ogod tate Berne Rey on Now ae 
8 inn sq, agents for Chadwick and 
Ola Fake Geae Mame Onmane, tegen Vee Vacation Fu sates 
order dated remo mes 
Broad, 85, Wal to be official en ee sited 


ANY, | 





’ Co-0' 


Comp. Petition for 
han wchiee Chitty, J., 9 Nov 10, 


solicitors for the petitioner 


JABLOCHKOFF Sooton Sonne AND vee Com 
presen directed heard before 
tehend. New sq, Lincoln's vit, Saucer tor dhe youtdcr 


wit 
10, 


URNE BREWERY Comp. LIMITED,—Chitty, J. fixed Sat tliat 
chambe's for the appaintament of an offal guidator so hit 


STeaM eos 4p Oussreeanse 
9 and Leadbitter, st, 
ANY, Region fcr 

» on Noe 


(Ganetie, Oct. 30.) 


Frrenpiy Socrermes Drssotvep. 
Bysepe em Girt Socrery, White Horse Inn, New rd Side, Keighley, 


Frrenpiy Socrmry, White Hart Inn, Kingsholme, Gloucester. 
Lovar Buotaaan Lovox Fatenpiy Sociery, Black Bull Inn, Slaidburn, York. 
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POOKLINGTON FRIENDLY SOCIETY OF FEMALES, NEWARK, SaYacen’s Head Inn, 
Newark, Nottingham. Oct 2 


26.) 
Lia Lazer Live Lopaz or Opp Sisters, Turk’s Head Inn, Lignaela, Seattora. 
[ Gazette, Oct. 30.) 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Frimay, Oct. 26 
Under the Benkreptey, Ket t, 1869, 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registra’ 
Bragg, Robert, Arthur st, Old Kent road. Surveyor. Pet Oct 24. iariey. Novs 


To Surrender in the Country. 
uel, Framsden, Suffolk, Millwright. Pet Oct 20. Grimsey. Ipswich, 


Clarke, Sam 
Nov 6 at 11 
Thomas Hutchison, Aden terr, Newington green, of no occupation. Pet 
Oct 28. Pulley. Edmonton, Nov 19 at 11 
Arthur, Grocer. Pet bertson. Bath, Nov 6at1 


h, Tr’. Oct 22. Ro 
Slight, William’ Charles, Skegness, Pet Oct 4. Staniland. Boston, Nov 6 at 12 30 


TUESDAY, Oct. 30, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must —— their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
ABrougham. No — pe Phillips, Finsbury pavement, Merchants. Pet Oct 26. 
ov 15a 
Lambert, W: - ag ye ET Thornlaw ri, West Norwood, Builder. Pet Oct 27. 
Oy 21 at 11 
Philip, Balfour rd, Highbury New pk. Pet Oct 25. Brougham. Nov 


Ra 
14 at 11 
Beary. Worcester yd, TUn st, Holloway, Pianoforte Manufacturer. 
=. Brougham. Now 14a 
. 1 lames, Queen Victoria st, ‘Public Accountant. Pet Oct 27. Brougham. 
ov 14 12.30 
‘addell, William, St Mary Abbotts terrace, Kensington, Public Accountant. 
Pet Oct 27, Brougham. Nov 14 at 1 
Whitaker, Edwin, Lynton rd. Bermondsey, Builder. Pet Oct 26. Brougham. 


Nov 14 at 11.30 
To Surrender in the Country. 
cree Sek e2 T., Choriton on Mediock, nr Manchester, Commission Agent. 
26. Ray. Pnhecber. Nov 1? at 12.30 
d William Kean, West Bromwich, Stafford, Timber Merchants. 


et Oct 26. Fesson. Oldbury, Nov i2 at 12 
= fo wel, Salford, Lancaster, Bookseller. Pet Oct 26. Hulton. Salford, 
ov 
Win Charies Self, Bristol, Brass Founder. Pet Oct 12. Harley. Bristol, 


Nov 12 at 2 
Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Femay, Oct 26, 1883, 
York, Hotel Keeper, ] Nov Gat 3 at 
‘nerelal Hotel, Sarr Harrowgate. teson and Hutchinson, Ha: ms Oar 


Troga’ 
ham Palace rd, Pimlico, Draper. Noy 2at 12 at 
ey of t Onn Blackfriars rd 
James, Barking, Essex, Farmer. Nov 9at3 at Golden Lion Hotel, Rom- 


‘“Ktkinson, Stestt tford 
Ages. Son, Bary: Lancaster, Licensed Victualler, Nov 7 at 8 at office of 


Anotn Sikes One Ore, Sussex, ptiBboie Nov 2at11 at office of Aitkens, Devon- 
ibis ni, Hast Liverpool, Beerhouse Keeper. Nov 8 at 8 at office of Fretson, 


Dale st, Liv: 
Tunstall, Stafford, Pawnbroker. Novy 12 at1 at office of Tom- 
i St John’s chbrs, Queen st, Burslem. Hulm e, Worcester 
Thomas Hamilton, Foret’ 
Chancery lane. sq, Gray’ sinn 
juxta Birming’ Wate ik Boot | Maker Nov9 at 11 at office 


Charles, 
of Old sq, Bi 
i William: Northampton, Jeweller. Nov 6 at 3 at office of 
Rice, Gold st, _ +t 
Thomas aitkon diniied ee Lancaster, Foreman Pattern Maker. 
Noy 6 at 2 at Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yd, Manchester. Jackson, Ashton under 


Lyne 
Bleakley, Alexander, and William Bleakley, petenhend, Chester, 

Builders. Nov 9 at 11 at offiee of f Francis, Hanlon, Bir nhead ‘ 
Braithwaite, jobeccoush Foun Tottingham. Nov > 3 yo office of George 


ay 
rane oe oe oe Extractor. Noy 12 at 3 at 


Essex, Farmer. Nee 11 at office of Crick and 


Colchester, Bath victor, Novy 13 at3 at f 
ee Gas ne ae 
. 


7 , Kent, no coompatiaa. Nov 8 at 3 at 


Wakefield, York, Butcher. Nov 12 at 8 at offices of Hall, 
Gt Yarmouth, Sailmaker. Nov 21 at 3 at office of Rayson, 


merit Aged Wiliam, and Raber Lightown, Westhoughton, Trantoundere 


Charles Rueben, Gt Portland st, Coal Merchant. Nov 10 at 3 at office of 

Cope kburn, Fish Salesman. Oy Bor sob 8. ab Old Bull Hotel, 
st, Blackburn, Horner d Son, Manchester 

Crowther, Sam nd 


Ann, Stables, and Henry Stab! erley, 
Manufacturers: Nov 8 at 11 at Wharton’s Hotel Part lane coe fo 


Ourtis, Henig, W archain, Dorset, Hotel Keeper. Nov 8 at 12at office of Bamford, 
op Fi hitb Nov 12at 2 at office of Hincks, Bowling Green 
eetege Teal, Grocer. Nov 8 at 12 at office of Vaughan, 

Surrey, Grocer. Nov 6 at 3 at office of Hart and 


ee oe Nov 8 at 11 at office of Nodder and Gater, 


eee one 


Titchfield, Hants, Farmer. Nov 9 st 2 
eS te, ov at office of 





David, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler, Nov 12 at 2 at office of Johnson and 
CHotel, Oat : B nats Botend, Forwet, Nov 7 at 11.30 at the George 
Green, eary, Fenny Btratt Bucks, Draper. Nov 9 at 1 at Park Hote 
Green, James, Bath, Victualler. Nov 7 at 11 at office of Titley, Orange 
Hand iigmund, Nottingham, Grocer. Nov 18 at 11 at office of Black, ow pave- 
Herrod, Thomas Mansficld, Notts, Butcher. Nov 16 at 4 at office of Cockayne, 
Hi Gitod. ge pe 2 Nov 6 at 12 at Great Western 
oe Ag berm Rape ig armen aren J am Letham, fiewsinahams 


Ives, Frederick, Gt Yarmouth, Oilman. Nov 10 at 12.30 at office ot Dow- 
Sot, Hall Plate ching, Ot Yarmouth | 
Jackson, Thomas Scoresby, W: w, M.D. Nov 15 at $ at office of Kearsey 


Johnson, and Frederick see Bbeter, Que “er Clerkenwell, Publisher? 





Book’! at office of F\ 
Jones, William, Well Ey ~~ | Eruiterer. ig 4 Le 10,30 at office ~“ 
Leutchford, Stsskwell Gress . Nov? 
Nov 12 at 2 at Fleur-de-Lis Hotel, Can- 


Lack, Will: ohn Kent etry ee 


ania ner, lkestond Innkeeper. Nov 2 at 2 at office of Teale, Albert 
a wid, Rye, Sept Coachmaher, Noy 2 at 11 at Cinque 


iy 
otel, rt Cc 
Maceo’ 0B Rie Prt Heath, ith, ny cperaper, Grocer, Nov 8 at 3 at Great 


wt reg ee nd omas n, St Paul’s rd, ay 


Nov 9 ab2 at office of Clements and Co, Queen st, Cheapside Haigh an 4 

Monchin. 7 ames, Llanelly, Bootmaker. Nov 9 at 11 at office of Randell, edited 
st, Liane! 

Mitchell, William, John Mitchell, and Benjamin Mitche te ag ner ay York, 
Brewers. Nov 68 at 2 at office of Markland and Davy, m st, Leeds 

Omme J John, Wet Bromwich, Stafford, Butcher. Nov 6 at -- ” office of Rankin, 

Bromwich 

pat Mark, Ke > eetoae ton, Engineer. Nov 14 at 12 at office of Wil- 
kinson, A’ chbrs, icester. Gee, 

i Abendere. Giamorean, Farmer. Nov 1 at 12 at 7, Canon st, 

\ omas, t 

» eaohard, Monkfrystone, SF ork, Farmer. Nov 12 at 8 at offices of Spink, 

Pilling, William Hi mg Coach and Car Proprietor. Nov 9 at 11 at 
office of Harris, tf 


London af Norwich." orwieh, B ta abaer. Nov 8 at 12 atoflice of Clabburn, 
on 


Shephe ey Norwich vonshire st, Bisho; ite st Withont. Clerk. Novs 
at 2 at fetes Be st Without. Sweetland, Union ct, Old Broad st 

Smi Dee Derby, out of business. @Nov 12 at 11 at office of Heath, 

Talon Tees Mee Matthew, mone, Wessaster, etal ee. Nov 7 at 11 at office of 

Taylor, Thomas William, as ee Bu. Nov 14 at 8 at office of Clayton, 


ie pavement ham 
Thomas, William Atkins, Cleveland st, Oilman. Nov 6 at 3 at office of Cooper 
and Co, Lincoln’s inn elds 


aon Joseph. Queene, She nr Sheffield, Grocer Nov 6at 8 at office of Smithand 


eld 
Nov 9 at 10.30 at Queen’s Hotel, 
oe oy a ~~ pee 


ham, Architect. Nov 8 at.12at office of Jelf and 





Ww tnioo 4. Bi 
nee ‘Essex, Butcher, Nov 888 2 at office of Cogan and 
Weaver, Wi Grantham, out of business, Noy 3 at 1 at office of 


London Grantham 
Webb, bb. William, and Talbot, Batley, York, Rag Merchants. Nov 6at8 at 
office of oy 


estgate, 
Whitehouse, J: Biletan, Stafford, Carpenter. Nov 8 at 11 at office of Stratton, 
Queen st, Walvetheos 





to 
Wilshaw, Goo ree, Macclatield, Silk Manufacturer. Nov 14 at 11 at office of 
Wiltshire, aN Red » Ldoenaed Virweeiee. Nov 5atii at 
office of ee Arenborc Atuion bides, New 
Woods, orthing, Sussex, » & hag ‘Rev 9 at 8 at 58, Chapel rd, Worth- 
wi, ar sir Worn Easingwold, York, Auctioneer. Nov 8 at 2 at Depot 
or! ov Sat2a 
mag Thivsk Junction, nr k 


Wrate, John qe gn, be Thirsk. Cass, Merchant. Nov 12 at2 at office of 


Copp, Essex 
TUESDAY, Oct, 30, 1888. 
Allen, William Miles, Down \ Hatherieg, Gloucester, Horse Dealer. Nov 10 at 12 
at office of Dighton, New 
Ashworth, John, Wotehten ar _ ae Jencoster, at Hat Jaber. Nov 15 at 3 a 
office of Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Manch 
Astill, caster Tailor. Nov 14 at 3 at office of Hincks, Bowling Green st, 


3 Notas Licensed_ Victualler. Nov 14 at ii at 
mf 20 of te Lg. -gate, Nottingham 
“ee of business. Nov 9 at3at office of Walker 


Grocer. Nov 12 at 2 at Assembly Rooms 
stra, Willan ot y 
Benson, Charles, junr, a Otte Hrs ak 11 ne clon 08 Basted, 
Benvett’s hill, 


ham 

Bonnor, Charles Mortimer, Croydon, S , Bookseller. Nov 12 at 3 at Guildhall 
Tavern, Gresham st, Holmes, King st, Cheapside 

a ie Isabella, Whitehav Cumberland, Dressmaker, Nov 13 at 2 at 


Willian Blaks, Gotaberwelt New ray Baker. Nov 12 at 2 at office of Leck- 
Seon wn, Charles Langiord, Old Brand ot, Agoountant. 2 N Meat 908 
Hall, Room F Goarre 78, Lombard st e. 


Bry: i. Edward John Sam wy dpe Fm rd, New N woh Xd, 
ky aon. Nov feats: at o' of Goxwell, Lauren iene lame 
a collins, i J siverpor a, Ginws and Ohina D Nov 1 13 at 2 a oe of 
0! 
at - "44 amin, jun, Holmfirth, York, Chemist. Nov 12 at 2 at office of 


Bp, Fesingwold, York, Innkeeper. Nov 9 at 11 at office of Crumbie, 


+ ae Rencustet, Troufoundss, Nov 9 at 3.80 


ee 








Michael’s - 


















Me — 
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troydon, » Nurseryman, Nov 14 at2 at office of Arnold 
nr Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Grocer. Nov 9 at 12 
r eit , Beerhouse Keeper. Nov 15 at 11 at office of 
or Pd. ies Agent, Nov 16 at 3 at office of 
S Weat ’st, 

, Corn Solici Nov 10 at 11 at 83, New Bridge st, 
Bees tor Side, ®, Carmarthen, Butcher. Nov9 at 10.30 at office of 


Hing ot, Cartarthn George Gee, Fendall st, Bermon . Builders. 
te Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, UR aim py Basi 


Edward, ona 2 domes Hi Enion, Manchester, Plumbers. Nov 7 at 

ens, at ay of Simpson cokin, BM ¢ st, Albert a. 
nat house keeper. Nov 12 at 12 at 
mes ¥ Pacis outh Mi Aemeth He Hotel Keeper. Nov’7 at Cors-y-gedol 

ve, erio’ = 
lieuw_of the place originally nam 
Y, Yneeter, § out of business. Nov 18 at3 at George Hotel, 
e Wellington rd, Heaton Norris, Stockport, h, 

an Sunderland, Furniture Broker. Nov 12 at 8 at office of Bell, 
a George, addersfield, Chemist. Nov 8 at 3at office of Unwin, Queen 


Hawn, Herbert Groygca, Draper. Nov 21 at 11 at Greyhound Hotel, High st, 


Heeveh: it st, ae Manchester 
seagate ead, Corn Merchant. Nov 9 at 12 at office of Hopper, 


sLiverpopt D Feantture Dealer. Nov 12 at 11 at office of Leyy, 
amab's beepers st, Holborn, Cheesemonger, Nov 19 at 
Bt office of Fitch, el s Builder. Nov 9 at 3 at Green Dragon Hotel, High st, 
ei ie) a 
“Gro}don,” Denn, XSroy 


m, te Yio Reynalin Sun st, Finsbury sq, Metal Merchant. Nov 12 at 2 at 
me 3 Co, Gresham bldgs, Shahal st. Munk and Co, Queen 


ae Jane Elizabeth, ay Flint, Li i Victualler. Nov 12 at 12 at Queen 
Hotel, Chester. Robe old 
illiam, + =m Nov 8 at 11 at office of Walters, St Mary 


Jeremy, W: 
Johnson, , Clerkenwell, Watch Manufacturer. 
iford row 


Edward ilmington 

Nov 19 at 3 at sition of Biniles and Co, 

Ket, John, Railway approach, London bridge, Auctioneer. Nov 10 at 1 at office 

Kirby, John William, Beverley, York, Butcher. Nov 14 at 3 at Holderness Inn, 
Beverley. Summers, Hull 

Leshmare, hn, Bournemouth, Watchapaker. Nov 138 at 11 at Acorn Hotel, 

‘emple s' Presto 
ot, Surrey, Builder. Novy 15 at 12 at office of Miller and Co, 


Seiiar'e Hal 
L Colee il Hy rd, of no occupation. Nov 15 at 2 at office of 
Baukot 









, Chester, Tailor. Nov 12 at 3 at office of Gar- 
aS Ree ‘anchester 
Me Al honsus, on se Lk Provision Dealer. Nov 13 at 3 at office 


ip: 

of Femberton an m and Co, Li 
week fs hstley, Bu olk, Farmer. Nov 20 at 12 at office of Pollard, 
“ye 
a tee "Bechangs Commit on apne Nov 16 at 2 at office of Cannon 

ae ew Broad st, Merchant. Nov 12 at 12 at office of Fletcher, 
wea 
oe 





Bpyer and Son, Old Broad st 
Hadcroft, Blackburn, © otton Manufacturers, Nov 
b, and Wiliam and Warburton, Norfolk st, 
Veterinary Surgeon. Nov1? at 3 at office of Biggin, 


rman, Wa rome Gite, Séengend VEE Nov 5 at 3 at 
21 rd. Inderwiok, Bedford 
— oe Walter, — Damberkand,” Miner. Nov 16 at 12 at office of Dick- 


st, jom 
ae oon and Morgan Charles Jones, Nieketed. ¥ York, Matting 
r Nov 18 at 11 at t office of Stewart and Sons, Bank bldgs, W: 


Wrockwardine W Salop, Beerseller. Novy 18 at 12 
paca office Wile — Wellington -= - 


paneer and Jessop, 8 Lincoln, Innkeeper. Nov 14 at 12 at office of 


Peer Fowler onl OO. Hien st, Bontow ark ete} 4 


Pound, William, aTow, emadh! Nov 15 at 2 at 
= Toman: Nov 12 at 2 at office of Sewell, Grey st, New- 

bh ar Richard, Nottingham. Builder. Nov 12 at 3 atoffice of Bright, Pepper st, 
itonogeny stnatior nr nnn bs Comunale Nov 9 at1 at Bank chbrs, 
—5 <> gee mahal ad Nov 18 at 3 at office of Jaques, Temple 


cbdeon, Edmund Tucker, yi, Due Hereford, Goqghbetiier. La al 12 at 3 at 
pAuetion vat, Tokenhouse ya and , Tokenh weg | 
eR 8 at Mitre Hotel, 


aertatioa ora ey pehostor: , Thome, 14 at 2 at office of Stacpoole, 
Pinner’s Hall, O) Broad a 4 


Beaber, Bie Ww i 13 at 3 at office of Champion, 
Pay Stee tron Nov 14 at 2 at 270, High 
Holborn. Poncione, pe, Tern a ner 
Sige, Wane tote a5 ee. Nov 13 at 3 at 
Se rian Poet Dee a cg ay Nov 16 at 3 at 


Office of Flint, Full 
et Henry’ Martin, Shepherd and ff Bev , York, Licensed Victualler. Nov 12 
Oxeet, Cnees © Depulord, . Nov 19 at 2 at 
offices of Dubois. is, Old Serjeant o- Moss, Great Tower st 
Thorn J won, and Valentine Thorn ton, Accrington, Lan- 
caster, Cloth ner 13 at 3 at Mitre Hotel, 
Cathedral Ga’ edalite, Blackbu 
Durham, Cle in Holy Orders, Nov 14 at 1 at 
otioes of Pairete ian 
Willen (oo Stafford, Draper, Nov 8 at 3 at offices of 


Short hin Market st, Rides ve 

Toms, John Bristow, De mews, Berkeley s4,..Up Upholsterer. Nor. 15 at 3 at 
office of Foreman and Co, Gresham st ith Molton — st 
iteur, Hatton garden, Jeweller. " Nove gt 2 at Guildhall fa 
st. Sydney, Finsbury cireus 

Waldron, James, Oldham, Lancaster, Shoemaker. Nov 9 at 3at Grosvenor Hotel, 
Deans: nm, Oldham 


Wallace, Charles Edgar, Liv: P31 Secchi, Nov 13 at 2,30 at offiee 
of Radcliffe and Co, Hackin’s 

West, John, —— g) Tau Nove 9 at 12 at office of Jelf and Latham, 

Watmough, W: York, Contractor. Nov 10 at 11 at office of 
Wiltsmmson ge Brndtond 

aris fidert, Birmingham, Saddler. Nov 9 at 11 at office of Burton, Union 


Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Nov 18 at 11 at ofee of 
Wrie eet ; 2 Aree office of Wetherfield, 


"4 10 at 11 at cffice of Seott and 
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28s. ; with the Wrexty Reporter, 528. Payment in advance includes 
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SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
with the excess of fat extracted. 
The pice bag — it “ the most nutritious, per- 
fectly diges for Breakf: Luncheon, or 
a ghiy ‘invaloable le oad Invalids and Children,” 


the ontire Medical 
wm oe parce sua plc, 


Press. 
or other admixture, it suits 
CH palates, gw gh ony climates, and is ay times 
© strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED with 


ae &c., and 1” maly with CmEarER than such Mixtures. 


Made ingtan instantaneous!: with boiling water, @ teaspoon 

tea B Cup, costing less than a 
duseenees a La Van1112 is the most delicate, le, 
Chocolaie, and may be taken when 


Ficher chocolate ia prohii 
et packets at 1s, 6d., $s., 6s. 6d., &c., by Chemists 


ESTABLISHED 1825. 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 
SHERS, 





THIRTY LARGE SHOW ROOMS. 
EWETSON, THEXTOS, & PEART, 


EDE AND SON, 
BOBE m2: MAKERS 
To Her Maina, iho Tord Chancoler Lord Chancellor the shy od ef the 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS? “GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ QUEEN'S COUNSBL’S DITTO. 
CORPORATION UMIVERSITY & CLERCY GOWNS. 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


04, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON 
tion, w, | HOES ISH your HOUSES or APART- 
THROUGHOUT on 








ities on 8 Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SONWEITZER & 00. 10, Adam-street, London, W.C 


eee .—WANTED, in the City Offite of ® 
Firm of Solicitors, a Gentleman capable of 
oe perviion —Aply us and General Business under 





Modeller, 19, y Dalyeli-road, Stockwell, 


pk vg Bn wo 
my pr ee Grito eo, M 8 Hs. SYSTEM. 
The original, best, and most liberal. 
Mee Tg ie muted et See 
rhe pa _ ioe oaee ¥ er Be priced wi particulars of 





Sy ~y? 2, mee, and 


, care of Messrs. Walker & Co., 
27, aaoh London, E.C, 


AW. — we aly Convey cLEResHT and 
SP Bay Saag Sate country, 

cate’ experience miedeuale salary.— 

King~-street, 





&c., in favour of 
Sate eg PRIV. 
a cated by Mr Ww. 

ree tate 
een Lex, care of P. M. James, 40, seam, Aureos 
heapside, E.O, 23, 








CN Pavate er eee e aie 
fap os, A matin | treaty, of 


a Tottenham-court- 


ENS. — MAONIVEN and CAMERUN’S 





advowsons, Se ee ae 1,745 at 
4 


hy cae | ae ae eS 
Eas) Netrins t & Sark eras 


ment Offices. 
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Demy 8vo, cloth, 16s, 


ROMAN CIVIL LAW. 


An Aid to the Study of Scientific and Comparative 
Jurisprudence. 


By Prorzssor SHELDON AMOS, 
Author of “ The Science of Politics,” &c. 


London: KErGAN PavuL, TRENCH, & Co. 


WATERLOW BROS. & LAYTON, 


PUBLISHERS AND PRINTERS. 


Price 15s., net. 

The New Practice of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, under the Acts 1873 to 1883, 
and the Rules of Court of —_ with Annotations 
on the Acts and Rules; a of all Pro- 
ceedings, and an “ E itome ogee the Practice in an 
Action.” ARCHIBALD BROWN, Esq., > 
M.A., of mk iddle Temple. 

yal Svo, price 4s. 6d., net. 

The siwdléa e of the Supreme Court 1883. 
with a full and Copious Index. By MICHAEL 
G. GUIRY. LL.B., of the Midile a Ina 
oe eee ge jourts 








Bankrup Act, “1883, “Official Copy, 
nuction and Copious Index. By 
WYATT HART, of the Inner Temple. 
“ A very good Ind: dex.” —Law Times. 
Price 3s. 6d., 5s., 6s., and &s. 6d., according to Diary 


space. 

Legal Diary and Almanac, containing list 
of Stamp ee: an Index tothe Public General 
es: of Acts of last Session ; lists 

of Barristers, and of London and Country Solici- 


tors, 
ourth Edition, price 5s., net. 

The B Bills of Sale Acts, 1878 & 1882 
with Rules of Courts, Forms, Precedents, “ 
and an Epitome ‘of the T. Law relating to In. 

conmiedae. By HERBERT REED, of the Inner 
Temple. 


Fifth Edition, price 7s. 6d. 
Practical Guide to Legacy, Succession, 
. on on Duties, with De- 
ions for Filling up Forms, Instruc- 
tions for Increase or Return of Duties, &c. "By | w 
A. T. LAYTON. 
Sixth Edition, price 2s., net. 

New Probate | Duties; containing Notes 
and Alteration in Practice effected by the Cus- 
toms and Inland Revenue Act, 1881. By A. T. 
LAYTON. 

Price 3s. 6d., net. 
A Concise and Practical Msoual fo the 
Acts, 1862 to 1883. 
tions 2 the ye Wor 
Stock nigrtekings, t ions for Prepa- 
ration of Mem: a Articles, and a copious 
Index. By H. “7. 9 WATERLO 
WATERLOW BROS. & LAYTON, 

% and % BIRCHIN LANE, EC. 

Now ready, Second Edition, thick post 8vo, price 7s. 6d. 
page COURT of JUDICATURE 





the Mi 
ig aor. OO 
Just published, post Svo, 7s. 6d., post-free 6s. 64. 


fhe CORRUPT PRACTICES PREVEN- 
Me aM A) ey with Notes and Appendix 





and Rules aff. the same, and (on 
<i ag = ‘ie WILLIAM OUSE, QC. 
REEvVEs & TURNER, 100, laze. 





ae 
yu OouRUPT ae ILLEGAL PRAC- 
Pashed (2th Aturus. In tor the better Prove don 
of Corrupt and Llegal ¢ Patliamentary 


Also, pin Se, * = New Bankruptcy Act, 


A N AOT to AMEND and CONSOLIDATE 
pellet ange of BANKRUPTCY 

& SHEPHEAERD, 21, Castle-strect, Hol- 

23 spe genes Ay and 27, , Chancery-lane 





UDGKINSON & Co. a Hand- made 
, and other Papers, the most 


suitable for boli. Can be obtained through all 








WILL SHORTLY BE OPENED. 


FIRST 
AVENUE 
HOTEL, 


HOLBORN, LONDON. 


THE FIRST AVENUE HOTEL, ONE OF THE 
LARGEST AND MOST IMPORTANT HOTELS 
IN LONDON, OCCUPIES A CENTRAL POSI- 
TION, NEAR THE NEW COURTS OF JUS- 
TICE, THE CITY, AND THE WEST END, 
ON THE DIRECT ROUTE THROUGH THE 
METROPOLIS. 


The whole Building, including Sleeping Apartments, 
LIGHTED BY THE ELECTRIC LIGHT. 





For Tariff, address the Manager, 


THE FIRST AVENUE HOTEL, 
HOLBORN, LONDON. 


CITY OF LONDON. 
ESSRS. FULLER & FOLLER will 
SELL, by ag Yen at the Mere Token- 





house-yard, London, E.C., on TUESDAY, NOVEM. 
BER @ 1883, at TWOo o'clock precisely, A first-class 
long LEASEHOLD INVESTMENT, upon 
the substantially and newly-built p Nos. 97 
and 98, Bishopsga' 





rel 

Within, Londo! E.C., 

which comprise the fully-licensed wine ont spirit 

establishment known as the Duke of Marlborough 

admira suites ae offices 

over same, the whole being of the annual rental 
value - £1,215 oe annum 

conditions of sale ma; y be had of 

W. e: Gabriel, Ee. Solicitor, 43, Lincoln’s-inn-felds, 


or of the Auctioneers, 70 Queen-street, Chea; 
a. ‘hosken E.C. obs heise ai 


= henge Life Interest of a Gentleman, aged 42 
the income derived from funds is invested in 
the he followin wing high-class securities £11,500 
Consols ; £4,800 de, Pun “ul my a ‘Delhi Ran 
way ; £1,002 Great Western Stock ; ba 
ditto Debenture Stock; 23,977 M d Railwa 
Stock; and £1,720 London and North-Western 
way Debenture ture Stock; also Life Policies, amount- 
= to £11,000 a ys the same life in the Rock 
= London and Provincial 


(uauNNOGEE GALS WORTHY, & CHIN- 
J NOCK will SELL by 4 by ACTION at the MART, 
Tokenhouse- yard, ESDAY, NOVEM- 
R 20, 1883. at ONE for TWoo o’clock, in Two Lots, 

the above valuable LIFE INTERESTS and POLI- 
Particulars and conditions of sale may be obtained 
of Messrs. Francis Baker & Watts, Solicitors, Newton 
Abbott, Devon; Beams. Tozer & Whidborne, Solici- 











eignmouw' Dawlish 
of | tors, Tel & Loader, : ae 
Ghizmock bo gf Bg RHR. 11 
Waterloo-place, éalfmat sw. cdot 
Remaining 
ESSRS. SEBENHAM TEWSON, 


FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER to announce 
that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
, and Country Houses, Business Premises, 
ing. ’ Ground. pong veal Advowsons, Reversions, 
Stocks, Shares, and other Properties, will be be held at the 
Auction Mart, ‘Tokenhouse- 





V ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
5 FARME & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed , Town and Country Residences, Hunting 





Nov. 3; 1883. 


the Y @ 
ESSRS, “FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 
CLARK, & CO. beg to announce that the following: 


Tuesday, 
Other for 8: at Bales will be arranged. 
ae tee Strand, W.C., and 18, Old 





—Nos. 5 and r-p) 

Broad-street, 

\ ESSRS. JOSHUA BAKER & WILKIN- 
i SON (late Baker & Sons, of Kilburn to an. 


) beg 
nounce that their AUCTIONS of FREEHOLD, a 
and Copyhold nar + ongyte ghee Reversions, 
andother Investments, will take place at the MART’ 
Tokenhouse-yard, Bank, on the following days :— 
Wednsday Nov "| Wea Wednsday Nov -j | Wednsday Dec 12 
ednsday Dec 


Auctions can, if begga oS be ney - other days.—St, 


Soe 


Solicitors, Trustees, iageitoters, ena Others are re- 
quested to notice that S. by_ AUCTION will 





be held at the AUCTION MART, London, E.C., by - 


Men te toll STANLEY,  nydge & CO, 


Also. .» upon 
liberal terms, which may be known on ap ica — 
at the offices of the Auctioneers Poultry 

i poultry, and 24, Queen Victoria-street, la 





grrr hoc & SONS make NO CHARGE 

iculars in their FREE MONTHLY 

REGISTER of ‘ATES, TOWN and COUNTRY 
nfurnish 


HOUSE or U: ed, or for Sale, to be 
sceneries ee or post-free for two stam: 
Published on the Ist of the month, and lars for 


insertion should be sent not later than five days previcus 


to end of 
Valuations for and Transfer. Surveys. 


bate 
Estate and Auction Offices, 8, Pall Mall East, 8.W. 





NOTICE OF PARTNERSHIP. 


ESSBS. WARD & OLanes 
pre Pde eg Nay they have 


Resigned 
‘tions they have x. Sag many 
~, office of eg ty R & .» and y years 
ARTNERSH 


IP, jandare now carving on busi- 


ee Surveyors, Land Agents, and pit Bewteny at 
2, Lan caster-piaes, & Strand. 


HAMBERS.—To be Let, at No. 7, New- 

, Lincoln’s-inn, the Bet of Chambers on 

Ground Flo Floor formerly occupied by the late Mr. 
Williams; also, Set in Base: 


with, but + ment communi- 
cating there ve 
New-square, and comprising a mg Room. Rent 
moderate, and no poounians. Suitable for Barristers 
or Solicitors. The —e < these chambers pre- 
sents a favourable oppo: ty for the owners of 
roperty in New-square to secure a Passage-way into 
cong Bt, opposite ti the New Law Courts.—Apply 
to RICHARD SMITH, 26, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


ARGE ye en oe. Arbitration, Oreditors 
Classes, or Soci F ti b thi hour, 
or sesaion.—-MLANag@e, 68, Chan more od lane, W.0. Gy 


(A VENDISE COLLEGE, CAMBRIDGE. 


This Galtene ben has been founded unflor the» 
the Duke of Devonshire, K.G., 
cellor of the Univesity, to enable J unios ets 
those intended for the Legal, M ical, and 
Professions, 8, for eering, and for or Basi: 
pees. to obtain a Universi duostion economically 


Dee entry being between 16 and 17,4 
see mew Se tobe of [Oe 
MR emg (with an 


pea F33 bry reg Ba vase, Tuition, oot 














aie geolt’ te et Witten, Conath Olen, 
bens on ap’ 2 ARDRY, ran 
Cam! bridge, 





LONDON ——. blished by authority) 
LON NTRY ADVERTIS doen 
OFFICE.—No, 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
begs to direct the aitention of the Legal Profession 

to the advantages of his sang cnusesmas of upwards of 
pnts Big wapg ar Pom s+ rtion of all pro forma 
notices, coh aniieaelie solicits their continued sup 
N.B. One copy of advertisement a ae = the 
strictest care and promptitude soon 
forms for advertisement and fil 25 inte Gazette” 
kept. By appointment. 


ANTED, TO PUROBASE for Ra- 





manufacts OLD PARCEENE AND 
WASTE PAPER OF ANY KIND ; in or smal 
pa py ; cleared ; highest ne ce given 


weighed and paid for on your own prem .— CHA 
Dapnuy & Od, Waste Paper ei premises, 16, W 
mington-square, Ww 
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